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Digests of Recent Opinions 


NEGLIGENCE — PARENT AND 
“ CHILD — An unemanicipated 


child cannot maintain an ac-| 


tion against its parent based on 
simple negligence in a purely 
family relationship though the 
parent be insured. 


Digested from an opinion by | 


Hall, J.. rendered July 18, 1960. 
Supreme Court, Hastings v. Hast- 
ings. For Appellant—Sam Weiss 
Fisenstein & Eisenstein, attys.) 
spondent—Gustave A. Pe- 
duto (Charles A. Rooney, atty) 
Plaintiff infant, aged four, was 
njured while a passenger in her 
father’s car aS a result the 
od negligent operation of the 
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mother as guardian ad litem 





t operation of the car. The 
‘rial court granted 
motion for summary 
and plaintiff appeals. The parties 
live together as a family. 

The appeal presents the clear 
yt question whether an un- 
emancipated child may maintain 
3 cause Of action against her 
her for personal injuries caused 
oy his simple negligence when he 
is insured against liability for 
such negligence. Plaintiff argues 
that the 
such action should be over- 





ruled. 

Held: No case can be found in 
this or any other jurisdiction 
ng that an unemancipated 
an sue its parent where 
iple negligence in a purely 
relationship (as distin- 












yment relation) was involved. 
lle this court has not been 
t in overruling judge made 
ples that have become out- 
d, it has done so only when 
ughly convinced that there 
nger any sound reason to | 
the old rule and that es- 
il justice compels a change. 
tof So convinced in the pres- 
nt situation. 
The question is not one of the 
sence of a duty of reasonable 
owed by the father to the 
but rather of immunity 
suit thereon. And this is a 
r of policy. 
policies which have been 
$ barring such action are 
ote family unity and avoid 
discord, to prevent pos- 
22 collusion between parent 
22¢ child in situations where the | 
ty of either parent or child | 
= covered by insurance, and that | 
“iin line with the judicial au- | 
omty of practically every state | 
country. 
d here is a_ situation| 
Parents and children are} 
together under ordinary | 
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ns of family life and the| 
€ is one of mere negligence. | 
o.ves no intentional or even | 















less disregard of intra 
2 y responsibilities and 
~ to no more than af/| 


ght breach of parental 
d the well established rule | 
s that a parent should not 
y be accountable to the| 


¢ in money damages in such | 
3t10n. It is unseemly to even | 
that such a mere omis- | 
Ould require payment of 
oy one member of a fam- 
0 another. True family life | 
not include among. its 
ions that concept of re- | 
“Pensable fault between par- | 
<* 3nd unemancipated chil-| 
Ren The idea seems utterly for- | 
= Whether a family member or | 
eg d party is compelled to 
~“Suce the money. And the prin- | 
=“ Sought to be here estab- | 
~“¢ Would be applicable to in- | 
~~ would | 
™ ‘quire that an injured par- | 
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= in the home and 


y her father. She sued by} 


alleged that her father was} 
d against liability for neg- | 


defendant’s | 
judgment | 


existing case law bar- | 


from a business or em- | 
| The litigation between the two 


| parties 


| form. 


| women 
|since its founding 84 years ago. 


|and the revisions would be sub- 





ent be permitted to sue his child | 


for the latter’s negligence. 

Such concept is utterly foreign 
to and never thought of in fam- 
ily life and would never be 
thought of unless there is insur- 
fance. But liability insurance is 
|not a commitment to pay in all 
events. It depends on the insured 
being found legally at fault. The 
insured parent therefore would 
have the problem of denying lia- 
bility, with consequent loss of 
recovery, or admitting it contrary 
| to his obligation to cooperate with 
| his insurer to avoid liability. The 
risk of collusion is a very great 
and human one, when the in- 
sured’s own flesh and blood and 
pocketbook are concerned. The 
possibility of collusion, the cor- 
rollary breakdown of integrity 
| within the family, and the other 
considerations mentioned lead to 
the conclusion that sound public 


| policy precludes prosecution of 


such actions. 


| The legislature has indicated 
| approval of this policy by its in- 
|— — _ = 
| (Continued on page 2, 


col. 1) 


| Woman Seeks Court Aid 


| In Gaining Admission To 


_ All Male Bar Group 





| NEW YORK (ACCN)—A woman 
| lawyer has gone to court in an 
| attempt to force the exclusively- 
| male Queens County Bar Associa- 
tion to admit her. 
| Mrs. Marie A. Beary contends 
| the association’s by-laws exclud- 
|}ing women from active member- 
|ship are “in obvious derogation 
| Of law and against public policy.” 
She said further that they are 
| unconstitutional. 


was begun two months 
ago in state Supreme Court. The 
association has limited its reply 
so far to a contention that Mrs. 
Beary’s brief was defective in 


Arguments on this point must 
be concluded before Justice James 
J. Crisona can decide the merits 
of Mrs. Beary’s case. 

The association has excluded 
from its membership 


However, a member said that a 
committee had worked three 
years on revisions of the by-laws, 
including admission of women, 


mitted to a vote this Fall. 


Asks Law Clarifying 
Withholding Of 
Information 


WASHINGTON (ACCN) — Sen. 
Thomas C. Hennings Jr. (Mo.) 
said “incredible confusion” sur- 
rounds what government infor- 
mation legally can be withheld 
from the public by federal 
officials. 

The chairman of the Senate 
sub-committee on constitutional 
rights, Hennings called for pas- 
sage of comprehensive “right-to- 
know” legislation to bring “some 
order out of this chaos.” 

Many Officials, he said, do not 
know “just what authority they 
actually have to withhold any- 
thing from anybody or to disclose 
anything to anybody.” 

Hennings explained that more 
than 80 statutes, executive orders, 
and regulations to withhold or 
restrict the disclosure of informa- 
tion to the public or press could 
be used by federal officials. 

The senator’s comments ap- 
peared in a statement accom- 
panying an 89-page report by his 
subcommittee on an inquiry that 
included a study of state policies 


Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


July 16 to 25, 1960 


| NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
below are sent to each county law 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any 
particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 

Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 

SUPREME COURT 
Appeals 
Lowenstein v. Newark Bd. of Ed. 
(A-103, decided July 18, 1960) 

Full digest on page 3 
Hastings v. Hastings (A-119, de- 
cided July 18, 1960) 

Full digest on page 1 
State v. Rosania (A-125, decided 
July 18, 1960) 

Full digest on page 2 
Petitions for Certification 
Granted—None 

SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
Armaniaco v. Creskill Boro (A- 

300-59, decided July 11, 1960) 

Full digest on page 3 
Hedden, et als v. Folio, et al (A- 
435-59, decided July 13, 1960) 

Full digest on page 2 

SUPERIOR COURT 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
Schwarze v. Schwarze (Hudson 
County, M-4137-57, decided July 

11, 1960. 

Denied husband’s motion to 
vacate 1953 judgment for sepa- 
rate maintenance and awarding 
wife $15. a week support on 











(Continued on page 13, col. 1) 
Local Gov't Board Rules 
On Jurisdiction Over 
Municipal Budgets 





Holds Jurisdiction Lacking To 
Pass On Validity of Contracts 
Or Issue of Good Faith 


The Local Government Board of 
the Division of Local Government 
had occasion to rule on two 
questions of its own jurisdiction 
in cases involving appeals from 
the approval by the Director of 
the Division of the 1960 Jersey 
City budget and in each case 
held it lacked jurisdiction to de- 
termine the objection raised. 

In one case, the entire budget 
was attacked having been 
passed in bad faith as part of a 
conspiracy by the majority mem- 
bers of the City Commission to 
strip minority members of their 
powers. The Board ruled that the 
issue of good faith or bad faith 
in the adoption of a municipal 
budget is for the courts, and that 
the Director’s duty and power to 
disapprove a budget which does 
not comply with “the require- 
ments of law” does not encom- 
pass the broad power to declare 
void the entire action of the 
municipality because of bad faith. 
The determination of whether a 
budget in fact creates a stripping 
of the powers of a commissioner, 
said the board, is a political ques- 
tion for the courts. 

In the second case, approval of 
an appropriation to Seton Hall 
College of Medicine and Dentistry 
under an alleged contract with 
Seton Hall was involved. A tax- 
payer attacked the appropriation 
as illegal in that the contract 
was void because there had been 
no prior budgetary appropriation 
therefor. In ruling this attack 
was not within its jurisdiction, 
the Board held that the Director 
has no jurisdiction to pass on 
the legality of contracts entered 
into by a municipality or the le- 
gality of purpose in expenditures 
for non-mandatory appropria- 
tions. 

The opinions are in the minutes 
of the meetings of the Board of 


a 





in the field of public information. 














New Rules And Amendments 


SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY 


“ ORDERED that the attached amendments to the rules govern- 
ing the courts of the State of New Jersey are adopted July 15, 1960 
to be effective September 7, 1960. 
By the Court, 
/s/ JOSEPH WEINTRAUB 
C.J. 
Dated: July 15, 1960 





EXPLANATORY NOTE 


In the attached amendments to the Rules Governing 
the Courts of the State of New Jersey, except where a 
form is amended, matter to be deleted is bracketed [thus] 
and new matter to be adopted is emphasized by boldface 
(thus). 





Paragraph (c) of Rule 1:2-12 is amended to read as follows: 
1:2-12. Appeals to the County Court 

(c) [Appeals to the county court from an order of filiation in 
bastardy proceedings] The procedure on appeals to the county court 
from judgments in bastardy proceedings entered in a juvenile and 
domestic relations court, county district court or municipal court, 
shall be governed by Rule 5:2-8. 

Note: Effective September 9, 1953; paragraph (c) amended July 15, 

1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. 








Paragraph (a) of Rule 1:7-10 is amended to read as follows: 
1:7-10. Format of Briefs and Other Papers; Printing 

| (a) All briefs, appendices, petitions and motions, except as 
| provided in [paragraphs] paragraph (b) [and (c)] hereof, shall be 
printed for the use of the court in such form and size that they 
can be conveniently bound together so as to make [an ordinary 
octavo] a volume having pages 6% inches by 9% inches and printed 
matter 41/6 inches by 71/6 inches. They, and all quotations 
contained therein, and the matter appearing on the covers, shall 
be printed in such type and style as shall be previously approved 
by the Administrative Director of the Courts and produced either 
by ordinary typographic methods or by offset printing [; and the}. 
The paper shall be India eggshell, opaque and unglazed, of at least 
25% rag content. Undue emphasis by the use of special forms of 
type shall be avoided. 


Note: Effective September 9, 1953: paragraph ‘b) amended and 
paragraph (c) deleted July 20, 1959 to be effective Septemh 
9, 1959; paragraph ‘a) amended July 15, 1960 to be effective 
September 7, 1960. Formerly Rule 1:3-9, amended December 





7, 1950. 





Rule 1:7-12 is amended by adding a new paragraph, to be designated 
paragraph (b), reading as follows (the present paragraphs (b) 
and (c) to become (c) and (d) respectively): 

1:7-12. Time for Serving and Filing Briefs 

(b) Where an appeal is taken from a judgment or order of the 
Appellate Division and additional copies of the appendix and brief 
there filed were printed as provided in Rule 2:7-4, the parties shall 
each file 8 copies thereof when filing their briefs with this court. 
In such an appeal no further appendices reed be printed and filed 
with this court, except that any opinions, orders, or other papers 
filed subsequent to the printing of the Appellate Division appendices 
and briefs, shall be included in an appendix to the appellant’s 
brief filed with this court. 

Note: Effective September 9, 1953: paragraph 
1954 to be effective September 8, 1954 
adopted July 15, 1960 to be effective 
Paragraph (a) is former Rule 1:3-11, amended January 1, 195 








Paragraph (a) of Rule 1:10-10 is amended to read as follows: 
1:10-10. Service and Filing of Petition for Certification 

(a) Where certification is sought to review a judgment or order 
of any court other than the Appellate Division, within 30 days after 
the filing of the notice of petition for certification, or where a 
transcript of the evidence or proceedings has been ordered, within 
30 days after the filing of such transcript, or where a statement 
prepared pursuant to Rule 1:6-2 or 1:6-3 is being used, within 30 
days after the approval of such statement, the petitioner shall 
serve 3 copies of the petition on the attorney of each of the opposing 
parties, and file 12 copies, together with an acknowledgment or 
affidavit of service, with the clerk of this court. Where certification 
is sought to review a judgment or order of the Appellate Division, 
within 10 days after the filing of the notice of petition for certifica- 
tion the petitioner shall serve 3 copies of the petition on the attor- 
ney of each of the opposing parties, and file with the clerk of this 
court 12 copies of the petition, together with an acknowledgment 
or affidavit of service, and [7] 8 copies of the briefs and appendices 
filed by the petitioner in the Appellate Division. 


Note: Effective September 9, 1953; paragraph (a) amended June 27 
1955 to be effective September 7, 1955: paragraph ‘a) amended 
July 15, 1960 to be effective September 7, 1960 f 
Rule 1:5-9. 


Former) 





Rule 1:10-11 is amended to read as follows: 


1:10-11. Respondent’s Brief on Petition for Certification 

Where certification is sought to review a judgment or order o 
any court other than the Appellate Division, wit! 30 dars o 
service of such petition, and where certification 
a judgment or order of the Appellate Division, within 
service of such petition, respondent shall serve and file hi 
like manner. The brief shall be direct and concise. shall 
the provisions of Rule 1:7-4, and shall not exceed 20 pages exclusiv 
of tables of contents and citations, and appendix. Where certifica- 
tion is sought to review a judgment or order of the Appellate 












June 13 and June 27, 1960. 


(Continued on page 7, col. 1) 
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action in the - face of the prior 
declarations of such policy and 
by withholding benefits under the 
Unsatisfied Claim and Judgment 
Fund law from a plaintiff who 
has obtained a judgment against 
his uninsured spouse, parent or | 
child. 

Affirmed. 

Jacobs, J., dissenting in an} 
opinion concurred in by the Chief | 
Justice and Justice Schettino| 
holds that modern day realities | 
require that the former immun- 
ity be overruled in these cases. | 
He holds that the ruling under | 
which wives and children of | 
friends and relatives are covered 
by the insurance but not the in- 
sured’'s own wife and children 
lacks the support of sound reason 
or policy; that nothing in English 
common law precluded an action 
by a minor who had been wronged 
by his parent; that the rule came 
into existence in America in cases | 
in which there was no insurance | 
coverage and that such coverage | 
obviates the policy of preserva- 
tion of family on which these 
cases were based; that the op- 
portunity for fraud and collusion 
furnishes no just or moral basis 
for precluding honest and meri- | 
torious actions; that the argu- 
ment that such actions may un- 
dermine parental authority and 
discipline has no bearing on the 
of action here involved; and 


type 
that such immunity is inconsist- 
ent with the judicial approval 


—, permits contract and prop- 
‘rty actions between minors and 
thei ir r parents. 
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| defendants 
| Oct 
| vided 


, BROKER’S 
Where contract is contingent 
on procurement of mortgage 
loan and commitment obtained 
expires before closing date but 
could have been extended, such 
fact does not affect broker’s 
right to commission. 

—In absence of provision contra, 
once a seller accepts the buyer 
by entering into a contract of 
sale, he is considered to have 
accepied the financial ability 
of the buyer to perform and the 
broker is entitled to his com- 
mission though the buyer event- 
ually is financially unable to 
perform. 

—Where contract merely provides 
commission is to be due and 
payable at time of the closing, 
commission is earned and only 
time for payment is deferred; 
but if it provides for commis- 
sion “if, as and when title actu- 
ally passes”, the right to com- 
mission is conditioned on actual 
passing of title. 

—Clause providing for commis- 
sion “for services rendered in 
procuring this sale”, “same to 
be payable at time of closing 
and passing of title” is ambigu- 
ous and evidence should be re- 
ceived to establish intent of 
parties thereby. 

Digested from an opinion 
Sullivan, J.A.D. rendered July 15, 
1960. Appellate Div. Hedden v. 
Folio. For appellarts - Richard C 
McDonough (McDonough & Sul- 
livan, attys.) For respondents 
William P. Elliott (Bunker, 
& Mooney, attys.) 

Plaintiffs sued for a real estate 
broker's commission allegedly due 
under a contract of sale made by 
with one Keyes on 
1958. The contract pro- 
that it was subject to 
purchaser's obtaining by Jan. 5, 
1959 a conventional mortgage for 
$10,800; that the $1,000 deposit 
paid under the contract was 
be held in escrow by the realtor 
until the mortgage contingency 
was met: and that closing was to 
be had on or before Feb. 5, 1959 


by 


13 n44 
Elliott 


1 
«i, 


to 





The agreement further pro- 
vided: “Tie Sell er agrees to pay 
the named Realtor, for services 
rendered in procuring this sale, 
a commission of 6% on the pur- 
chase price, same to be due and 
payable at of closing and 
passing of title 


On Oct. 22, 1958 Keyes applied 
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INSURANCE 
EXCLUSIVELY 


Stxvice 
a y 


FRANKLIN 


Serving Attorneys and Inv 


MOHAWK to Queen City Savings & Loan 
for the mortgage. On Oct. 30 a 
SAVINGS and Loan Assn. aren for the mortgage, 

expiring Dec. - 1958 was issued 

40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. ‘ Beas 
Mitchell 3-0260 The realtor then delivered the 
Philip Klein, President $1,000 to defendants. Shortly 

.. thereafter Key yes notified the real- 

SPECIALISTS all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 
securities and Exe hange Commission | 
ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 
New Jersey Division of 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. 
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A MEMBER OF FIREMEN’S FUND INSURANCE GROUP 
Specializing in the Execution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 
520 BROAD STREET, NEWARK MArket 4-0950 
A A TS: 


PROMPT © EFFICIENT * COMPLETE 


A Pioneer New sped Institution 


stors Since 1926 
Full Attorney anaes 


FRANKLIN 


TITLE URANCE COMPAN 
45 Seventh Ave. Newark 7, N. J. 
HUmboldt 2-3900 


> t-—995 


| 





tor he didn’t want the property 
’ and wasn’t going through with 
COMMISSIONS, sii the deal. The mortgage commit- 


ment was never accepted and 
Keyes did not go through with 
the purchase despite defendant’s 
efforts to get him to do so. 

At the trial an officer of the 
Savings & Loan Ass'n testified the 
commitment could have been ex- 
tended but no such request was 
received. 

The trial court granted defend- 
ant’s motion for dismissal at the 
end of plaintiff’s case holding the 
buyer was never ready, willing 
and able, that the mortgage com- 
mitment obtained expired before 
title was to close and that in view 
of the contract provision to 
commissions, said commission 
never became payable. 

Held: While the contract was 
contingent on a mortgage loan, 
the loan was arranged and a com- 
mitment obtained. While it ex- 
pired before the date for closing 
it could have been extended. It 
was not extended because the 
purchaser refused to go through 
with the deal and refused to ac- 
cept the commitment. The deal 
did not fall through because of 
inability to procure the loan and 
the expiration date of the com- 
mitment was no basis for the 
court’s judgment. 

Nor there sufficient 
ence that the buyer was not 
ready, willing and able to buy. 
Moreover, once the seller accepts 
the buyer by entering into a con- 
tract of he is considered to 
have accepted the financial abili- 
ty of the purchaser to perform, 
and the broker is entitled to his 
commission though the buyer 
eventually proves to be financially 
unable to perform, unless the 
agreement conditions the broker’s 
right to a commission otherwise. 

Generally, absent special agree- 
ment, a broker earns and is en- 
titled to his commission when he 
produces a buyer whom the seller 
accepts by entering into a bind- 


as 


was evid- 


sale, 


ing contract. Some agreements 
provide the broker is to be paid 
on the signing of the contract. 


Others specify the commission is 
to be due and payable at the time 
closes. This second type of 
has been construed to 
mean that the commission is 
earned when the contract is made 
but time for payment is deferred 
until title closes. A third type 
(“if, as and when title to the pro- 
perty actually passes”) actually 
conditions the broker’s right to 
commission on the actual passing 
of title. 
The 


+347 


ie 
provision 


inquiry here is whether 
the commission clause involved 
conditioned the broker’s right to 
commission on the actual closing 
and passing of title or whether 
the language used merely fixes 
the time for payment of the com- 
mission which was earned when 
the contract was executed. It ap- 
pears the language of the clause 
involved was changed before exe- 
cution of the contract. And, the 
phrase “procuring this sale’’, used 
in this clause has not been here- 
tofore construed in this State 
although there are many cases 
holding that where the commis- 
sion is for “procuring a purchas- 

r,” the commission is earned by 
producing a buyer though no sale 
is consummated. 

Defendant’s contention is that 
the changes in the printed form 
made the right to a commission 
contingent on passing of title. 
This may be so if this was the in- 
tention of the parties but this 
will have to be developed at trial. 
On the facts, the commission 
clause finally agreed upon was 
ambiguous and did not indicate 
with clarity whether the right to 
commission was contingent on 
actual passing of title or whether 
it was earned and payment was 


| merely delayed to passing of title. 


The trial court should have per- 
mitted the defendants to estab- 
lish what changes had been made 


++ 
tte 


|in the printed clause, the reason 
| therefor 
| was said, 
| the intention of the parties. 


and what if anything 
in order to determine 


Remanded for new trial. 


CRIMINAL LAW — CONSTITU- 
TIONAL LAW—CONFLICTS — 
A ruling by the U.S. Court of 
Appeals that one defendant was 
denied due process and is en- 
titled to a new trial does not 
automatically redound to the 
benefit of a co-defendant so as 
to entitle him to a new trial 
also; the question is whether 
the Court of Appeals was think- 
ing about the co-defendant in 


it would give the same relief 
to the co-defendant 
sought it. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Hall, J. rendered July 18, 1960. Su- ; 
preme Court. 
For appellant—John F. Crane, 
Ass’t Pros. (Brendan T. Byrne, 
Pros. Benjamin L. Bendit, Legal 
Ass’t Pros. on the brief). For re- 
spondent—Robert J. Jerome. 

The State appeals from an 
order setting aside defendant's 
conviction in 1952 for first de- 
gree murder and granting him a 
new trial. 

Defendant, and two others, De 
Vita and Grillo, were indicted, 
tried and convicted in 1952 for 
first degree murder in the murder 


of an officer committed in the 
course Of an armed robbery. De- 
fendant was the “finger” man 


and conspired in the planning of 
the robbery but did not take ac- 
tual part therein or in the shoot- 
ing. De Vita and Grillo were 
both sentenced to death, the 
jury not having returned any 
recommendation in their cases, 
but defendant was given a life 
sentence on the jury’s recommen- 
dation. There followed a series of 
appeals by De Vita and Grillo, 
without success, and ultimately 
a federal habeas corpus proceed- 
ing based on the claim they had 
been denied due process in that 
one of the jurors had himself 
been the victim of an armed rob- 
bery and had failed to disclose 
same. The U.S. Court of Appeals 
ultimately held that De Vita and 
Grillo had been denied a fair 
trial in the respect alleged and 
ordered a new trial. De Vita and 
Grillo were again convicted but 
this time received life sentences. 

Rosania then moved for a new 
trial, and the court below granted 
same holding that the decision of 
the U.S. Court of Appeals also 
redounded to this defendant’s 
benefit. 


the trial jury was whether its 
verdict should be guilty without 
any 
with a recommendation 
imprisonment. The Court of Ap- 
peals so stated in its decision. 
In deciding whether the Court 


Sania’s case as well as De Vita’s 
and Grillo’s, this court will not 
here consider whether it is bound 
by that court’s interpretation and 
application of the Federal Con- 
stitution, not whether it agrees 
with the conclusion reached. 

Rather it will look at the prob- 
lem from the practical viewpoint 
of whether it consciously feels the 


same relief to Rosania if he 
sought habeas corpus there. If 
the answer would be in the af- 
firmative, the order below 
be sustained, otherwise not. 

It appears from a study of the 
opinions of the Court of Appeals 


Held: The real problem before | 


should | 









making its ruling or indicated | 


if he/should live or die. 


| 


State v. Rosania./}. confined to 








recommendation or guilty | 
of life | 


COMPLETE TITLE SERVICE 


of Appeals in effect decided Ro- | 


Court of Appeals would give the | 


|life and robbed at 


|the death sentence. 





83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 378 





that it found fundamenta] 
fairness from the participat; 
the juror who had been 
ously robbed only in respect :, 
and because of the impositic 
the death sentence. The un 
lying rationale was that one 
himself had been put in fear 95 
gun | 
could not have the requisit; 
prejudiced objectivity in jud; 
whether two defendants who ag. 
mitted doing the same thing ang 
killing a man in the proce 
Throughe 
the opinions is the emphas; 
And fin 
in ordering relief, the court 
rected that the new trial sho 
the questi 
sentence alone if New Jer 
such separate procedure 
The Court of Appeals y¥ 
thinking about Rosania at a!! ar; 
there is no basis for the holdin: 
that the opinion indic 
stands in the same posit} 
thus that it automatically 
to him as well. 
There could have 
sible prejudice on the 
Rosania’s punishment for th 
gave him the lightest punishmer 
it could for 1st degree murder 
The only alternative wa: d 
tal. The Court of Appeals found 
and this court finds, no 
bias as to the verdict 
but only as to the 
This did not and would not a- aa 
fect Rosania. Consequen: 1s- 
tice did not warrant o1 
that he be granted a n: 
Reversed. 


Unlawful enaitine of 
Law Committee 
Appametes 


Israel B. Greene, Pre 
the Essex County Bar 
tion, has appointed a new com- 
mittee on Unlawful Pr f 
Law composed of Herm: 
ris, Chairman, Samue! 
blatt, Felix Rospond 
Voltaggio and Bernard W 

The committee will in\ 
and take action on rep 
members of the Bar of Ce: 
where law is being practiced 3; 
laymen. 
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case. 


_In determining whether a 
teacher is qualified to continue | 
to teach or should be dis- 
charged, the focal point of in- 
quiry is his present status or 
qualification, and past conduct 
or association can only be in- 
quired into if the employer has 
sincere doubts or good reason, 
pased on credibility or other in- 
formation in his possession, to 
question the employee’s an- 
swers as to his present status. 

_procedure and principles rela- 

whether 


tive to 
teacher 


Communist ideologies and dis- 


ciplines 


Digest from an opinion by Hall, 
rendered July 18, 
Court. Lowenstein v. New- 
appellant—Morton Stavis 
nd John O. Bigelow. For re- 
dent—Jacob Fox. For Com- 

r of Education—David D. 
(Murry 
of 


yreme 
ark. For 





ellan 





Roard 


DUa.uU 


q 








nist 
















“JW SUDJeC 


“sciplines is unfit to teach in our 
hools .. .” 





12 


Dep. Atty. 


» teach 


93 N. J. L. J. Index Page 379 
eee e_ Re 
DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—CIVIL 
SERVICE—Questions as to past 
Communist association or past 
conduct by a teacher have no) 
intrinsic relevancy and are not | 
automatically proper in every 


inquiry into 
is or was subject te 


outlined. 


1960. 


Atty. Gen. 


Gen. 
of 


t was one 


uestions before the lating to past Communist asso- 
Representatives Un- ciation. The Board of Education 
Activities Committee | sustained the charges after hear- 


to their past and present 


membership. They 


their exercise 


a full 


t to its ideologies and 


and “that in 
into their continued 
the authorities 


Su- 


three 
school teachers who were 
ed in 1955 by the Newark 
of Education for refusal to 


/| May 20, 1955. On appeal the Com- 
‘ted the 5th Amendment. 
missals were set aside by 
rt in Laba v. Newark on 
ind that a discharge based 
of the 
ege before the Congressional 
j violated due process. 
uspension was continued 
matter remanded to the 
authorities for 
ry as to their continued 
nee to teach, the opinion 
ourt stating that 
who is now a member of 
nmunist Party or who is 


and 


“any 
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may interrogate ... with respect 
to their present and past associa- 
tion with the Communist Party 
and affiliated organizations and 
are entitled to frank and full dis- 
closure .. .” and that “if after 
the inquiry it appears that the 
teachers are now members of the 
Communist Party or are now sub- 
ject to its ideologies and dis- 
ciplines . . . or that they have 
wilfully refused to answer per- 
tinent questions fairly submitted 
by their administrative superiors 
...or that they have contumaci- 
ously or frivolously refused to an- 
swer before the House subcom- 
mittee ...” then they could be 
discharged. 

In the course of the superin- 
tendent’s inquiry following the 
remand appellant told the super- 
»'intendent he had claimed the 
privilege before the Committee 
on the advice of counsel and 
denied Communist membership 
or activity presently and for 
something less than two years 
before 1955, but refused to an- 
swer questions as to such associa- 
tion prior to that time on the 
ground of remoteness and ir- 
relevance to his present fitness to 
teach and of improper invasion 
of bis right of privacy. 

After the interview, the Super- 
intendent preferred charges based 
upon and asserting appellants re- 
fusal to answer the questions re- 


ing and dismissed appellant as of 


missioner of Education sustained 
the dismissal, holding in effect 
that membership in the Com- 
munist party “at any past time” 
may always be inquired into as 
relevant to the question of pres- 
ent subjection to its ideologies 
and disciplines and of present fit- 
ness to teach, but made the effec- 
tive date of dismissal the day in 
1957 on which appellant had re- 
fused to answer the questions put 
by the Superintendent. Appellant 
appealed and the Board cross ap- 
pealed. 

Held: The present controversy 
appears to have been occasioned 
by a misapprehension on both 
sides of what was intended by the 
Laba decision. 
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The right and duty of a public 
employer to interrogate his em- 
ployee, and the latters’ obligation 
to respond fully and frankly, 
arise when the employer learns 
from any reasonable source, of 
possible misconduct of any kind, 
which if true, would adversely 
affect his continued fitness to 
hold his position. What transpired 
at the committee hearing justi- 
fied the inquiry here. The right 
to interrogate is only for the pur- 
pose of enabling the employer to 
judge whether there is a reason- 
able ground for bringing dis- 
missal charges on the basis of 
the employee’s answers to rele- 
vant questions and of any other 
information hand. 

Here the inquiry was whether 
there was sufficient basis to 
charge appellant was unfit to 
teach because subject to ideolo- 
gies and disciplines of Commu- 
nism; a matter largely subjective 
in nature but evidenced by know- 
ing membership and participation 
in true Communist organizations. 
The focal point of such inquiry, 
however, is such subjection now 
rather than in the past. Ques- 
tions relating to past conduct 
have no intrinsic relevancy and 
are not automatically proper in 
every case. The commissioner’s 
ruling in this regard was errone- 
ous. Prior event inquiries may not 
be pursued just for their own 
sake. Relationship to the object 
of the inquiry must appear. And 
that relationship can be found in 
this kind of situation only where 
the employer sincerely doubts or 
has good reason in his own mind 
to test mere denials of present 
belief or affiliation. 

If the employee admits present 
guilt, so to speak, that ends the 
inquiry. If he denied all present 
guilt, and the employer has no 
reason either because of other 
information in his possession or 
of skepticism as to credibility to 
doubt the truth of the denials, 
the inquiry must also end. But if 
the inquirer honest doubts 
or other information inconsistent 
with the employee’s denials so as 
to indicate > need for test and 
further inquiry, he is privileged 
to probe backward, for past con- 
duct then becomes relevant to 
the present. When such is the 
course, the employer, in fairness 
to the employee, must tell him 
so and why. This is so that the 
employee may have sufficient 
basis to determine, at his risk, 
whether the further questions 
must be answered and also so 
that any reviewing tribunal may 
have a sound basis on which to 
determine any contention of ir- 
relevancy, as well as to give the 
employee an opportunity to try 
to convince the interrogator of 
the truth of his denials. Even a 
justified backward inquiry has its 
necessary limits. Thus, ordinarily, 
a question as to whether the em- 
ployee was “ever” a member of 
the Communist Party is ruled out. 
But once a basis of relevancy is 
established as outlined, it is ab- 
solutely obligatory on the em- 
ployee to answer. 

Applying these principles to the 
inquiry and facts here, it appears 
neither party followed same. 
There is no justification for a 
teacher to set an arbitrary date 
beyond which he will not speak 
on the ground of conclusive ir- 
relevancy, and any individual 
privilege against intrusion on 
privacy and conscience must give 
way to the greater public inter- 
est. On the other hand, it does | 
not appear the Superintendent 
went into past affiliations because 
he had reason to doubt the truth- 
fulness of appellant’s denials of 
present status. The employer 
must demonstrate that inquiry 
into the past was not for that 
sake alone, before it can be con- 
cluded the employee wrongfully 
refused to answer pertinent ques- 
tions. 

Remanded to the Board for 
completion of all proceedings by 
and before it within 60 days, 


at 


nas 
tlds 









sary, and determination by him 
if possible within 30 days there- 
after. Jurisdiction of the present 
appeal is retained by this court 
and either party may then appeal 
directly to it within 10 days. 


MUNICIPAL LAW — Neither the 
fact that a bidder has submit- 
ted an unbalanced bid nor that 
the specifications provide that 
unbalanced bids may be re- 
jected operates to invalidate 
an award of the contract to 
such bidder; there must be 
proof of collusion, fraud or 
such other substantial irregu- 
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bids are admittedly susceptible 
of fraud and collusion and carry 
the additional danger of plac- 
ing an irresponsible bidder in a 
position of bidding higher on the 
earlier work and lower on the 
later work, and then after taking 
his profit on the earlier pay- 
ments, failing to complete the 
| work. One control of such dan- 
| ger is by providing, as was done 


| here, for rejection of unbalanced 
| bids. 
| The mere fact that a bidder 
| has submitted an unbalanced bid 
| does not automatically operate 


| to invalidate an. award of the 





larity as will operate to affect! .ontract to such bidder. There 
fair and competitive bidding. | ust be proof of collusion or 
—Municipality cannot fix a defi- fraud or other substantial irregu- 
nite price for a substantial) jority of such substantial na- 


part of work to be let to the 

lowest bidder; such patt must 

also be the subject of competi- 
tive bidding. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Haneman, J.A.D. rendered July 
15, 1960. Appellate Div. Arman- 
iaco v. Creskill and Stamato. For 
appellants — Eugene L. Dinallo 
(Heller & Laiks, attys). For re- 
spondent — William V. Breslin. 
For the Borough — William E. 
Bannon. 

Defendant Stamato appeals 
from a judgment setting aside a 
resolution of the Borough of 


Creskill awarding a construction | 


contract to defendant. 


Under the specifications fixed | 
for bidding, each bidder was re- | 


quired to submit unit price bids 
on 34 of the 35 items involved in 
the work to be done. As to the 


35th, the specifications fixed a/| 


unit price of $20 per cubic yard 
for rock excavation of an esti- 
mated 2100 cubic yards. The 
specifications also provided that 
unbalanced bids may be rejected. 
Stamato submitted a nominal 
unit price bid for two of th+ 
items, the actual unit cost of 
which was admitted to be sub- 
stantial. There was no claim of 
fraud or collusion between Sta- 
mato and any of the borough of- 
ficials. 

Held: An unbalanced unit 
price bid is one where one or 
more of the items does not carry 
its share of the cost of the work 
and the contractor’s profit. Such 


|ture as will operate to affect 
fair and competitive bidding. A 
|provision in the _ specifications 
| that unbalanced bids may be 
|rejected is not a _ prohibition 
|against unbalanced bids. Since 
| none of these elements were here 
present, the award to Stamato 
|was not invalid because of the 
| unbalanced bid. 

| Though fraud and collusion 
| were not here alleged, municipal 
| action can be vacated when it 
amounts to a fraud on the bid- 
| ding statute even in the presence 
|of good faith. The statute is un- 
| ambiguous and requires competi- 
itive bidding for all work in ex- 
cess of $2,500. It is conceded that 
if the rock excavation were the 
sole item involved in the con- 
tract, the fixing of a unit price 
therefore, as was done, would 
clearly violate the bidding stat- 
ute. The argument that sufficient 
room for competitive bidding was 
allowed because this was only 
one of the 35 items involved is 
without merit. A municipality 
cannot fix a definite price for a 
substantial part of the work to 
be let and thus withdraw this 
portion of the work from bi 
ding competition. The provisi 
for a set price for worl 7 


tion under the facts here 








is invalid. 
Affirmed. 
Conford, J. A. D. concurring, 
holds that the award was also 
(Continued on page 5, col. 5 
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with appeal by appellant to be 
taken within 10 days thereafter 
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ARBITRATION, ANOTHER ANSWER TO 
COURT CONGESTION 


Unfin- 
acute 


an editorial in this column entitled “ 
iulled for a continued attack upon the 
urging not only the appointment of 

also the exploration of other methods of 
Last week the lead article in the New Jersey 
ibed an experiment which has met with spectacu- 
and might well be adopted for us 
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;Comment and Criticism Invited 


Voice of the Bar 





For the third time in three suc- 
cessive years the Endowment has 
increased insurance benefits to 
participants without any addition- 
al assessment to them. Also, in 
order to strengthen and broaden 
the insurance plans the Endow- 
ment is lowering the entrance 
age from 35 years in the Senior 
Plan so that all members under 
70 years of age may participate. 


Editor, New Jersey Law Journal 

Congratulations to you for re- 
publishing Mr. Lenson’s article 
“The Philadelphia Story-Arbitra- 
tion”. The story is indeed worth 
reading and rereading, and I hope 
it stimulates the interest that it 
deserves. 

Despite the magnificent accom- 
plishments of the New Jersey Bar 


and Bench, we must strive to be | previously, only those members 
. =f tly ale sveryv las ‘Site a ag ee ss 
ee nap eg — me . = ap tes se who had attained their 35th 
ty We Caer eee © birthday were eligible to enroll. 
thods to further improve the ad- Jacob M. Lashly, President of 


ministration of justice. 

New approaches should not be 
feared—although changes must 
come after intensive examination 
and study. Pride, precedent or 
habit must not act as a paralyzing 


announced today that 
with the adoption of this new 
program member lawyers. will 
have an opportunity to increase 
substantially their estate with in- 
expensive group term insurance. 


the ABAE, 


deterrent in the forward search | “ president Lashly explained that 
for solutions to our perennial ill eligible lawyers under 56 years 
ae P een _., |of age may participate in both 

Tailored to fit New Jersey's plans which together offer $20,- 
needs the plan presents intrigu- 000 of life insurance protection to 
ing possibilities. 3}. The benefits payable upon 


age 3 





The release of District Court : 
Judges for upper court assign- death from — Se hay eae agli 
ments is a thrilling prospect. a graduated — +0 $5,000 at rial 

56. The Senior Plan continues 
Sincerely through age 72, with $5,000 of 
Victor D. Tort coverage through age 69 and $3,- 

— . oa , 000 thereafter. 
gr eae cinniy: ee _ The benefit snow being offered 
the Law Journal, I amused my- |” the Senior Plan are being in- 
self by writing the following ac- nace a ote — 
rostic dedicated to the Legal Aid | $900 to $2,900 depending upon age, 
Society, which I thought might and wil go into effect on Septem- 
amuse and entertain your read- ber 1, 1960 for all - oa partici- 
x : pants and for all new enrollees 
girramere and aspirants witnomt sind -rohpeeliealiaedaeal 

Extroverts, recalcitrants apne contribution. “s oe 

Get free advice up here at The premium contribution for 

Legal Aid. participants in the Senior Pian 
Agitators, cogitators under 30 years of age is $25; for 
Large and small time operators those 30 to 34 years of age, $49, 

and for participants 35 to 49 
All benefit as if a fee they paid. years of age, $70. The coverage 
Indigents with accidents available under this plan com- 


bined with the coverage available 
under the popular Junior Plan 
for $20 per year makes this pro- 
gram one of the finest available to 
the legal profession. The plans 
also provide conversion privileges 


Defendants without precedents 


Send us their 
be solved. 
Occupants of 
Complaining 


many troubles to 


tenements 
of their landlord’s 


rents and provide waiver of premium 
Insist their legal problems be while totally disabled. 
resolved. The Endowment’s insurance 
Each breach of a propriety program, now in its sixth year, 
Translated in sobriety currently insures more than 33,- 
Yearns for solution at—the 000 lawyers from coast to coast 
Legal Aid Society. and in 23 foreign countries with 
Respectfully submitted, nearly $200,000,000 of Group Life 


Alan L. Krumholz Insurance. This large participation 





about that amount, which could be revised upwards or 
downwards, depending upon the various considerations applicable 
to New Jersey's problems. A plan of arbitration in this State should 
clude an increase in the jurisdictional amount applicable to the 
District Courts to $5,000.00 or $8,000.00 or perhaps even $10,000.00. 
If th at were done, much of the work of the District Courts would 
be taken over by the arbitration system, and the work load of he 
Sup yerior and County Courts would be reduced by — ofa ern 
porti of it to the District Courts. If that were do and if tt 
Benc! 1e Bar Associations and the individual seo of the Bar 
aaa as conscientiously as their cou a in Pennsylvania to 
make the plan work, congested trial court calendars might well 
the past. 


be a thing of 
THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE 


Washington, D. C. 


sacrosanct 


on 


The August meeting of the A.BA. at is 
imminent. To those members of our bar who keep abreast of the 
international situation, the debate schedul ed at meet to 
consider advisability of repealing the Connally Amendment will 
be of paramount importance. 
The May 19 editorial in these columns eupla ined the importance 
of repeal of this “self-judging”’ tenner san 1ent. It also recommended 
he views of individual members of the bar be ¢ lunicated to 
h representatives in the A.B.A. House ee Delegates. Last week’s 
et ei in the Voice of the Bar evidenced the action that uld be 
aken by more of our members in time f e Delegates to learn 
the desires of their constituents on this bese sig subj ect. Cogent 
_ the _July American Bar Association Journal and Jun 
, as well as recent articles and 
a, all oti ize the importance of early cong 
rawal of the Reservation, whereby the United “a 
case against it in the International Court of Justic 
is a domestic matter. 
urge New Jersey lawyers 
taken by the A.B.A. 
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ugust may 
1ized American bar on the side of the Ru 
I ersey Delegates are: 

Robert K. Bell, Esq., Ocean City 


in 2 


James D. _ Carpenter, Esq., Newark 

, Esq., Paterson 

John Lloyd, Jr, Esq. Atlantic City 

David Stoffer, Esq., Newark 

Sylvester C. Smith, Jr., Esq. (Chairman), Newark 
H. Yauch, Jr., Esq., Newark 

write them today! 





Please 
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over a wide area spreads 
and enables the underwr 
offer more attractive cove 

The Endowment’s jj 
program permits participant; 
be insured on attractive t- 
and, at the same time, m: 
dividends under the 
aviilable to 
its t exempt purpose 
dividends are paid by the 
writer to the 
the consent of the participay 
Members who may desire to 4 
may designate the American 
Foundation as a beneficiary 












dividends which have been ¢o;. 





tributed by the participants ; 
these plans and bequests receiy: 
from other sources have 
the Endowment to don 
commit itself to donate, m 
than $1,000,000 in support 
American Bar Foundation x 
projects in the field of lega) r:. 
search and education. 
Correspondence concerning : 
program may be address¢ 
American Bar Associatior 
ment, 1155 East Sixtiet 
Chicago 37, Illinois. 


ABA To Revise 
Legislative Procedures 








In a step designed to impr, 
the effectiveness of the 
tion of American Bar A 
policy recommendations to C 
gress, and also to incre 
cooperation with state and Ic 
bar associations in the lati 
field, the Board of Gove rsh 
authorized an expansi f t 
Washington office staff 
vices. 

An ant direct f tl 
capital office was authorized. E 
will be a lawyer, and his fur 
legis! 





assist 


tions will include re. 
search and_ liaison h ABA 
committees and sections, as ¥ 


as with state and loca! s 
The Board adopted a series 
recommendations of ub 
mittee headed by Board 
Walter E. Craig, of Phoenix. : 
The major points of the pla 
1) Creation of a stan ding 
Committee on Federa! 
tion, sania of W 
lawyers, with advisory 
members in each state 
tion of the committee will be: 
advise and aid ABA | sections ant 















gress the toasts tive proposa 
proved by the House of De! 
It would work in close 
tion with the ABA Was 
office. Creation of t! 
tee is subject to an m 
the Association by-laws 
1960 annual meeting. 

2) The Washington omfice ¥ 
compile and keep a 
gest of legislative 
adopted by the House 
gates. 








3) While the House of Dé* 
gates would continue to have ‘= 
opportunity to express its op 





on “definitive leg tion 
ific pending bills) “as in 

the House should “una: 
safeguards to i 
deliberation” | 
ciate policy position 
basic purpose and eff 
ing legislation, wi 
itself to specific bi 
be intended to elin 
ficulty encountered 
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, ing that a grievance is “frivolous” | 


Highlights of Term 


F ;}and “patently baseless’ does not | 
Part 2 __| give him the power to grant sum- | 
years ago, in Textile) mary judgment for the employer | 


Three 
. s v. Lincoln Mills, 353 U.S 
; 4287, the Supreme 
declared that the federal 
ss should formulate the law 


in a union’s suit under Section 
301 (a) of the Taft Act to compel | 
arbitration. (United Steelworkers 
v. American Mfg. Co., 28 LW 4500) ! 



















disputes embodied in the Norris- 
LaGuardia Act, 47 Stat. 70 (1932), 
29 U.S.C. 101-115. Totally different 
policies led to the enactment of 
the national emergency provis- 


}ions of the 1947 Act. The legisla- 


tive history of these provisions is 
replete with evidence of the con- 
cern of both the proponents and 
the opponents of the bill to deal 
effectively with large-scale stop- 
pages which endanger the public 
health or safety. To stop or pre- 
vent public injury, both manage- 
labor were brought 


Can't Sue Judge For 
Damages For 
‘Honest Error’ 


A judge or a magistrate who 
performs an act beyond his jur- 
isdiction, such as issuing an in- 
vatid..arrest warrant, cannot be 
held liable in damages for such 
act if he merely made an “honest 
error of judgment,” the Cali- 
fornia District Court of Appeal, 
Ist Appellate District, has ruled. 

An honest error of judgment, 
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Digests of Recent 
Opinions 
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illegal because of the nominal 
bid on the two items as it oper- 
ated to eliminate a common 
standard of competition for the 
award as a whole and that to 
tolerate it is to open the door to 
fraud and collusion. He points 
out that the bid on these items 
jas sham and amounts to no bid 
at all and hence amounts to non- 
performance of one of the condi- 
tions of the invitation to bid, 
which requires rejection of the 
whole bid; that the next lowest 
bidder ‘only $11,574 over) bid 
almost $110,000 for these two 
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; ;, Enterprise Wheel They carefully analyzed the re- 
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the Norris-LaGuardia Act, 
ing: “Section 208 is not to be con- 
strued narrowly as if it were 
merely an exception to the poli- 
cies which led to the restrictions 
on the use of injunctions in labor 
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Court held the Norris-La- | 


‘luded an injunc- | 
involved or | 
labor dispute. Mr. | 
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FOR YOUR NEGLIGENCE CASES! 





agree “that the 
union’s efforts to negotiate about | 
the job security members | NEGLIGENCE LAW IN 
represents an attempt to USUTP | HE ATLANTIC STATES 
legitimate managerial preroga- 
nve.> * >.” 

The railroad had argued that, 
of Norris-LaGuardia, 


was unable 
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Ul ils 


| 
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By HARVEY G. STEVENSON 


The complete up-to-date negligence 


| held that a strike could be en- 


| said Mr. Justice Black, “far from 
| violating the Railway Labor Act, 


an injunction could be issued be- 
cause the union’s efforts to bar- 
gain about the consolidation and 
abandonment of railroad stations 
is unlawful. Mr. Justice Black 
found no case supporting such a 
view, with the possible exception 
of Brotherhood v. Chicago River, 
353 U.S. 30, 25 LW 4220, “which 
joined to prevent a plain viola- | 
tion of a basic command of the 
Railway Labor Act.” But here, 


i+ 


the union’s effort to negotiate its 
controversy with the railroad was 
in obedience to the Act’s com- 
mang * * *” 

Mr. Justice Whittaker’s dissent 
made the point that the Inter- 
state Commerce Act “plainly ex- 
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law of New Jersey plus added dis- 
cussions and decisions of the nine 
other jurisdictions in the Atlantic 
Reporter. 


Proven to be an authoritative text that 
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of liability or non-liability in 
“accident cases”. 
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clude[s] any right or power of a 
carrier, at its will alone, to effect- 
uate, or of a labor union repre- 
senting its employees to veto, any 
proposed abandonment.” Hence, 
the union’s demands, in Justice 
Whittaker’s opinion, ran “in the 
teeth of * * * the Interstate Com- 
merce Act. * * * A demand for 
such a contractual power surely 


is an unlawful demand.” A carrier, | 


said Mr. Justice Whittaker, “has 
a legal right to be free of a strike 
to force it to accept a demand 
which Congress has made unlaw- 
ful.” And “the Norris-LaGuardia 
Act [does not] render federal 
courts impotent to enjoin unlaw- 
ful conduct or strikes to force ac- 


ceptance of unlawful demands.” | 
(Telegraphers v. Chicago & N.-| 


R.W. Co., 28 LW 4251) 
Waterfront Act 


A sharply divided Court ruled | 


that the New York Waterfront 


Commission Act’s disqualification | 


of ex-felons from union office 
conflicts with neither the Taft 
Act nor the Labor Reform Act; 


nor does it deny due process or | 


otherwise violate the Federal Con- 
stitution. No majority opinion 
was handed down, but Mr. Justice 
Frankfurther, who announced 
the judgment of the Court, deliv- 
ered an opinion in which three 
of the Justices joined. He refused 
to give a mechanical interpreta- 
tion to the constitutional doctrine 
of preemption. True, the Taft 
Act gives workers the right to 
choose their own representatives 
and Section 8 of the Waterfront 
Act prevents them from choosing 
ex-feions who have neither been 


pardoned nor received good con- | 


duct certificates. Mr. Justice 
Frankfurther finds no incompati- 
bility between the two for he says, 
“Would Congress, with a lively 
regard for its own federal labor 
policy, find in this state enact- 
ment a true, real frustration, 
however dialectically plausible, of 
that policy? * * * It would of- 
fend reason to attribute to Con- 
gress a purpose to preempt the 
state regulation contained in Sec- 
tion 8.” 

With respect to the Labor Re- 
form Act preemption, he declared 
that the explicit and elaborate 
treatment of preemption therein 
prevents any possible inference 
that the field covered by Section 
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8 of the Waterfront Act is impli- 
|}edly preempted by Section 503 
(a) of the 1959 statute. “When 
Congress meant preemption to 
flow from the 1959 Act it expressly 
so provided.” ‘ 
The fifth vote in support of the 
statute was cast by Mr. Justice 
| Brennan, who was of the opinion 
“that Congress has demonstrated 
its intent” that Section 8 of the 
New York Waterfront Commis- 
sion Act should stand despite the 
| provisions of the National Labor 
Relations Act, and that Labor- 
| Management Reporting and Dis- 
| closure Act of 1959 explicitly pro- 
vides that it shall not displace 
such legislation of the States. He 
believes that New York’s disquali- 
fication of ex-felons from water- 
| front union office, on all the cir- 
cumstances, and as applied to this 
specific area, is a reasonable 
|/means for achieving a legitimate 


process or otherwise violate the 
Federal Constitution. 

Three dissents were filed, Mr. 
Justice Douglas writing, “I could 
more nearly comprehend the 
thrust of the Court’s ruling in 
| this case if it overruled Hill v. 
| Florida, 325 U.S. 538, and adopted 
the dissenting opinion in that 
case written by my Brother 
Frankfurter. But to sustain this 
New York law when we struck 
down the Florida law in the Hill 
case is to make constitutional 
adjudications turn on whimsical 
circumstances.” (DeVeau Vv. Brai- 
sted, 28 LW 4390) 

Harrassing Tactics 

The National Labor Relations 
Board was told that it has no 
authority to forbid, as an illegal 
refusal to bargain, a union’s put- 
ting of economic pressure on an 
employer during negotiations by 
| sponsoring on-the-job-conduct 
designed to interfere with the 
carrying on of the employer’s 
business. The employer was an 
insurance company and the union 
represented the company’s agents 
whose principal duties were to col- 
lect premiums and to solicit new 
business in an assigned area 
known in the trade as a “debit.” 
The union had announced that, 
if an agreement on a new con- 
tract could not be reached when 
the old contract expired, union 
members would participate in con- 
certed activities designed to 
harass the company—refusing for 
a time to solicit new business, 
refusing (after the writing of new 
business was resumed) to comply 
with the company’s reporting pro- 
cedures, refusing to participate 
in sales campaigns, reporting late 
at district offices, absenting them- 
selves from special business con- 
ferences, distributing leaflets each 
day to policyholders and others, 
and soliciting policyholders’ sig- 
natures. 

Said Mr. Justice Brennan for 
the Court: “We believe that the 
Board’s approach in this case— 
unless it can be defended, in 


| terms of Sec. 8 (b) (3), as resting 


on some unique character of the 
union tactics involved here—must 
be taken as proceeding from an 
erroneous view of collective bar- 
gaining. It must be realized that 
collective bargaining, under a 
system where the Government 
does not attempt to control the 
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state aim, and does not deny due | 


! results of negotiations, cannot be 

equated with an academic collec- 
tive search for truth—or even 
with what might be thought to be 
the ideal of one. The parties— 
even granting the modification of 
views that may come from a real- 
ization of economic interdepend- 
ence—still proceed from contrary, 
and to an extent antagonistic 
viewpoints and concepts of self- 
interest. The system has not 
reached the ideal of the philoso- 
phic notion that perfect under- 
standing among people would 
lead to perfect agreement among 
them on values. The presence of 
economic weapons in reserve, and 
their actual exercise on occasion 
by the parties, is part and parcel 
of the system that the Wagner 
and Taft-Hartley Acts have rec- 
ognized. Abstract logical analysis 
might find inconsistency between 
the command of the statute to 
negotiate toward an agreement in 
good faith and the legitimacy of 
the use of economic weapons fre- 
quently having the most serious 
effect upon individual workers 
and productive enterprises, to in- 
duce one party to come to the 
terms desired by the other. But 
the truth of the matter is that at 
the present statutory stage of 
our national labor relations policy, 
the two factors—necessity for 
good-faith bargaining between 
parties and the availability of 
economic pressure devices to each 
to make the other party incline 
to agree on one’s terms—exist 
side by side.* * *” 

A separate opinion filed by Mr. 
Justice Frankfurter, Mr. Justice 
Harlan, and Mr. Justice Whit- 
taker amounted in effect to a dis- 
sent. The majority affirmed the 
decision of the court of appeals, 
while the minority would have 
vacated and remanded to the 
Board for further proceedings. 
(NLRB v. Insurance Agents Union, 
28 LW 4111) 


Tax-Free Gifts 

While the Supreme Court last 
Term clarified several important 
issues under the federal tax laws. 
it did not settle the problem of 
determining whether a payment 
constitutes taxable income or a 
tax-free gift. The issue is still 
pretty much one for the trier of 
the facts. The only rule that can 
be gleaned from the opinions is 
that the proper criteria is the 
donor’s actual, basic reason rather 
than merely his “intent” or “mo- 
tive.” (Comr. v. Duberstein; U.S. 
v. Kaiser, 28 LW 4426, 4432) 

On the thorny subject of per- 
centage depletion, the Court de- 
clared that the allowance avail- 
able to a mine operator must be 
based on his income from the 
raw-material product, if market- 
able in that form, and not on the 
value of the finished articles. In 
adopting this view, the Court 
adopted the same approach taken 
by Congress in the Tax Rate Ex- 
tension Act of June 30, 29 LW 1. 
(U.S. v. Cannelton Sewer Pipe 
Co., 28 LW 4602) 

Depreciation 

The Internal Revenue Service 
was successful in persuading the 
Court to adopt its views on depre- 
ciation. The test sought by the 
Service, and accepted by the 
Court, is that depreciation must 
be based on an asset’s useful life 
in the business of the taxpayer 
rather than on the asset’s total 
economic life. (Massey Motors Inc. 
v. US., Hertz Corp. v. U.S., 28 LW 
4607, 4611) 

During the 1957 Term, the 
Court, by a vote of 8-1 (Mr. Jus- 
tice Whittaker dissenting), de- 
cided that full payment of a tax 
assessment is a jurisdictional pre- 
requisite to a suit by a taxpayer 
for a refund. Flora v. US., 357 
U.S. 63, 26 LW 4436. Reargument 
was granted, and last Term the 
Court came to the conclusion, 
this time by a vote of 5-4, that its 
original disposition of the case 
was correct. Now, however, the 
lone dissenter in 1957 was joined 
by Justices Frankfurter, Harlan, 
and Stewart. (Flora v. US., 28 


| LW 4196) 


In the field of state taxation, 


File Suit To Prevent 
Religious Readings In 
Florida Public Schools 


MIAMI (ACCN)—Five parents 
have filed an injunction suit in 
the Dade County Circuit Court 
to force the Dade County Board 
of Public Instruction to discon- 
tinue reading of the Bible, observ- 
ance of religious holidays, recita- 
tion of the Lord’s Prayer, and 
other religious practices in the 
schools. 

The plaintiffs contended that 
these practices are in violation 
of the religious freedom guaran- 
tees of both the Florida and fed- 
eral constitutions. Chief counsel 
for plaintiffs and defendants 
voiced their intentions to take 
the case to the U. S. Supreme 
Court. 

One of the major points at is- 
sue is whether plaintiffs’ children 
are being compelled, either direct- 
ly or through psychological pres- 
sure, to take part in religious ob- 
servances which are objectionable 
to the parents. Florida now re- 
quires the reading of the Bible 
and the recitation of the Lord’s 
Prayer. 

The plaintiffs also object to 
practices other than reading the 
Bible and the Lord’s Prayer. 
These alleged practices include: 
-- The saying of other sectarian 
prayers and grace. 

--Observance of religious holi- 
days, including Christmas, Easter, 
and Hannukkah. 

--Religious displays and sym- 
bols in the schools. 

--Questioning of children on 
their religious affiliations. 

--Baccalaureate programs. 

--A religious test for teachers; 
specifically, a question on the 
employment application: “Do you 
believe in God?” 


N.Y. Court Holds Users, 
Not Owners, Responsible 
For Parking Violations 





WHITE PLAINS, N. Y. (ACCN) 
—Users of cars rather than own- 
ers were held responsible for 
overtime parking summonses in 
a ruling by County Judge Frank 
C. McCullough of Westchester on 
appeals of two test cases. 

McCullough reversed the White 
Plains City Court’s conviction of 
two car rental firms and ordered 
the fines returned. 

A license number check by po- 
lice turned up 22 unanswered 
summonses which were traceable 
to cars owned by rental firms. 
Two of these cases were tried. 

One of the defendants, the Avis 
Rent-A-Car division of the Cen- 
tral Taxicab Company, when it 
first received a notice of the sum- 
mons, filed with the police and 
the City Court all available in- 
formation about the person who 
had rented the car at the time of 
the violation. 

McCullough ruled that by es- 
tablishing the ownership of an of- 
fending car, the police had a case 
against the owner requiring a 
complete answer. But, he con- 
tinued, where the owner showed 
he had not been in possession of 
the car at the time of the offense, 
the responsibility shifted to the 
user. 














the Court, again with Mr. Justice 
Whittaker dissenting, permitted 
Florida to require the collection 
and remission of a state use tax 
by a Georgia corporation selling 
in Florida through local solicitors 
even though they must submit 
all orders to the home office for 
acceptance or refusal, and for 
shipment. (Scripto Inc. v. Carson, 
28 LW 4191) 
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Lists 4 Points For 
Independent Agency 
Control 





Law Prof Suggests That 
Congress Act 


Ann Arbor (ACCN) — Ing. 
pendent agencies such + 
Federal Communication 
mission have escaped “eff 
control” by Congress an 
courts, a University of Mic 
law professor charged he 

Prof. Frank E. Cooper 
four ways in which secr 
influence peddling in these as:-. 
cies could be curbed. Congr. 















he said, should: 

—Periodically review the pb: 
policies governing each 
substituting “real guidance” :.. 
“untrammeled administra::;. 
discretion”; 

—Require all agencies to mp: 
public the criteria ir 
their decisions and provide <-. 
public participation in the: 2! 
rulemaking procedures; m 

—Guarantee fair procedur: . 10 
administrative hearings by ::. te 
quiring separation of the ». pi 
icymaking, prosecuting, and -:. 








‘ 


dicial functions within 
agency; and 

—Make hearing officers -: 
these agencies, in effect, + 


judges, requiring them to bz: 
their decision on materials pr. 
sented in a public hearing. © 

Unlike the courts, Cooper 32: Vy 
administrative agencies tend: 4 
treat each case as unique ar: 
unaffected by precedent 
agencies refrain from a 
any clear statement concer 
their procedures or the 
governing their decisions 

Because they act as bot 
ecutor and judge,” sta 
proceedings only when their 
vestigation shows  preliminan 
evidence of guilt, agencie 
to treat individual an 
“in somewhat cavalier fashior 
Cooper maintained. 

“It is not the members of th: Fare 
agency who make the decision 
he added. “The actual decision: 
hammered out hy unseen, u- 
known, unapproachable % 
hope!) staff assistants — a 
of lawyers, engineer 
cians, technicians, 
times) hacks. 

“They produce a staff 
which too frequently a 
only source of inform 
agency members when th 
cide the case. These staff 
are secret documents mad : 
available to the parties t0 “By. * 
case ...a litigant may be az- 
bushed by secret lurkin 
without knowing what has 13> 
pened.” 

Courts could handle the cas 
now being decided by ad 
trative agencies, Cooper c 
ued. “We might need more ¢ 
of course, and more judge 
there never seems to | 
difficulty in finding < 
willing to accept | 
pointments as federal 
have judges been inc 
master the difficult pr 
volved in the Tax C 
Court of Customs and Patent 4 
peals.” Mevar 

Cooper cited the Federa- i 
Commission and Natio 
Relations Board as pr 
ples of agencies needin 
ate court, comparat 
Court, to help in 
pendence of their judic! ssl 
tion from their prosecuting + 
policy-making roles. 

Cooper’s talk was the + 
a series on “Post-War } 
About the Rule of Law. 
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New Rules and Amendments 
(Continued from page 1) 


syision, respondent shall file with the clerk 
>¢ this court [7] 8 copies of the briefs and appendices 
aied by him in the Appellate Division. 

GE. ; Note: Effective September 9, 1953; amended June 27, 

¢ 1955 to be effective September 7, 1955; July 15, 

1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. Formerly 

Rule 1:5-10. 








e 





ee 

The caption of RULE 1:16, ETHICS AND GRIEVANCE 

COMMITTEES, is amended to read as follows: 

ak . : 16. ETHICS [AND GRIEVANCE] COMMITTEES 
: Caption of RULE 1:16 amended July 15, 1960 to 
be effective September 7, 1960. 





ae 
paragraph (a) of Rule 1:16-1 is amended to read as 
02 follows: 
1:16-1. Appointment; Organization 

, The court shall appoint an ethics [and griev- 
e] committee in each county, consisting of at least 
unsellors, resident or practicing in said county. 
shall designate the chairman of the com- 
pe to serve for a period of one year, and to the 
nt possible shall rotate the office of chairman 
1g members of the committee. The terms of 
; ers shall be staggered, the term of one or more 
to expire each year. Any vacancy occurring during a 
: shall be filled by an appointment for the unex- 
ae D sired portion thereof. 
res Note: Effective September 9, 1953; paragraph (a) 
: amended July 15, 1960 to be effective September 
7, 1960. Formerly Rules 1:9-1(a) and ‘b); 1:9-2 
(a) amended November 10, 1949; 1:9-3 amended 
November 10, 1949: 1:9-4‘h) amended November 
10, 1949, December 7, 1950. 








urt 








pr- Paragraph (a) of Rule 1:16-4 is amended to read as 
follows: 
r S.0 1:16-4. Form of Complaints; Procedure 

1 i Every complaint shall be in writing, signed and 
worn to, and filed with the secretary of the committee 
icate. It shall state the names and addresses of 
nplainant and the attorney complained against, 
acts constituting the alleged improper conduct on 

rt of the attorney, and whether the same or a 

‘complaint has ever been made to and con- 
by any ethics [and grievance] committee. The 
-y shall, where necessary, assist the complainant 
in} ring the complaint. 

Note: Effective September 9, 1953; paragraph (a) 

amended July 15, 1960 to be effective September: 

1:9-4. amended Novem- 
1950. 



















ae 7, 1960. Formerly Rule 


ber 10, 1949; December 7, 
ragraph (a) of Rule 1:16-5 is amended to read as 
follows: 
1:16-5. Subpoena for Witnesses 
1) The chairman of an ethics [and grievance] 
tee, the secretary or any member thereof, [ap- 
pursuant to Rule 1:16-1] upon determining 
an investigation before the committee into 
eged unethical or improper conduct of an at- 
- counsellor of this state,] certain persons 
may ; have any information or knowledge or be in the 
possession of any books, papers, documents or other 
tangible things material to [are material witnesses 
said) any investigation or hearing authorized by 
these rules, may issue [a] subpoena in the name of 
of the Superior Court requiring such person 
s to appear and testify before or be examined 
ymmittee, or any [a] member [or members] 
“nereof, at the time and place named [therein] in the 
pipet and [so on the direction of the committee, 
: iber or members thereof,] from day to day 
tereafter until the Dc yranggied or examination of such 
on or persons shall be completed. 
N Effective + sce 9, 1953; amended July :5, 
1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. Formerly 
Rule 1:9-6, amended November 10, 1949: Decem- 
7, 1950. 























fle 1:17 7-2 is amended to read as follows: 

ihe, Order for Review 

_ When ordered by the Court, the Board of Bar 
‘aminers shall review any proceeding heard by an 
“es [and grievance] committee, and shall submit 
“port of its findings to the Court. Such review 
















ance] committee, when so ordered by the Court, 
other causes shall be heard de novo. The Chair- 
“4 of the Board shall have the same power to issue 
“poenas as provided in Rule 1:16-5 and they shall 
“nlorced as provided in Rule 1:16-7. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953: 
1960 to be effective September 7, 











amended July 15, 
1960. Formerly 










Rule 1:8-l(e) and (f 

ee 

““28Taph ic) of Rule 1:18-2 is amended to read as 
1S 






Suspension and Disbarment 
: No application for reinstatement by a person 
es been suspended as an attorney-in-law shall 
ss 30 days notice thereof 

ven to the saabien of the ethics [and 
if ‘committee which conducted the said dis- 
Y proceedings, and to the chairman of the 
(and grievance] committee of the county in 
Said person resides at the time of such appli- 
- Each of such chairmen shall bring the appli- 
” the attention of his committee which shall 
‘he file and make an investigation of the ap- 

+S activities subsequent to his suspension. Each 
“attee shall submit a written report of its find- 
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ings to the court. 
, Note: Effective September 9, 1953; paragraph (c) 
amended July 15, 1960 to be effective September 

7, 1960. Paragraphs (a) and (c) formerly Rule 


1:9-5(b) and (c), amended November 10, 1949; 
paragraph (b) formerly Rule 1:7-7(i), adopted 
January 1, 1953. a, 





Paragraph (d) is amended and a new paragraph (e) 
adopted to Rule 1:27B to read as follows: 
1:27B. ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 

(d) Neither the court nor the parties may enlarge 
the time for taking any action under Rules 1:3-1; 
1:3-2; 1:10-4; 1:10-5; [2:2-3;] 2:3; 2:12-2; 4:99-6 
and 5:3-4, except that extension for a period not ex- 
ceeding 30 days from the expiration of the time per- 
mitted in the said rules may be granted by the court 
in which the matter is pending upon a clear showing of 
a good cause and the absence of prejudice. The ap- 
plication for extension may be made at any time; 
provided that the action required to be taken within 
the specified time was in fact taken within that time 
as extended by the court. 

(e) Neither the court nor the parties may enlarge 
the time for taking any action under Rules 1:2-3 or 
2:2-3, except that upon a clear showing of good cause 
and absence of prejudice, the appellate court in which 
the matter is pending may at any time grant leave to 
appeal nunc pro tunc, provided that appeal was in 
fact taken within the time limited for appeals from 
final orders or judgments. 

Note: Adopted June 28, 1954 to be effective September 

8, 1954: amended June 25, 1956 to be effective 
September 5, 1956: June 20, 1957 to be effective 
September 4, 1957; June 27, 1958 to be effective 
September 3, 1958; July 15, 1960 to be effective 
September 7, 1960. See Rule 4:88-15 Limitation 
on Bringing Certain Proceedings. 





Paragraph (a) of Rule 1:27F is amended to read as 

follows: 
RULE 1:27F. CERTIFICATION 
OR AFFIDAVIT 

(a) Whenever an affidavit or statement, answer, 
or petition under oath is required or permitted by 
Rule 3:23-4 (answers to interrogatories by party or 
officer or agent), Rule 4:26-1 (statement by party 
in response to request for admissions), Rule 4:55-6 
(affidavit for taxation of costs), Rule 4:56-1 (affidavit 
for entry of default), Rule 4:56 A (affidavit of phy- 
sician in proceeding to approve settlement), Rule 
4:57-2 (affidavit in proceeding to confess judgment), 
Rule 4:68-5(b) (affidavit of receiver, etc., that com- 
pensation not to be shared), Rule 4:74-4 (answers to 
interrogatories in supplementary proceedings), Rule 
7:11-3(a) (petition for supplementary proceedings), 
and Rule 7:12-3 (affidavit of physician in proceed- 
ing to approve settlement), a person may in lieu there- 
of make a statement, answer or petition, with the fol- 
lowing certification immediately preceding his sig- 
nature: “I certify that the foregoing statements made 
by me are true. I am aware that if any of the fore- 
going statements made by me are willfully false, I 
am subject to punishm for contempt of court.” 
Every certificate shall be dated. 


IN LIEU OF OATH 


ri 
ent 





Note: Adopted June 27, 1958 to be effective September 
3, 1958: paragraph ‘a) amended July 15, 1960 
to be effective September 7, 1960. 
Paragraph (a) of Rule 1:31-2 is amended to read as 
follows: 
1:31-2. Military Lists 


(a) [Whenever|If it shall be made to appear by 
affidavit or other competent proof that a party toa 
cause pending on the trial calendar in any court is 
in the military service of the United States, and if 
in the opinion of the court his ability to prosecute 
the action or conduct his defense is materially af- 
fected by reason of his military service and his at- 
tendance may not be secured within a reasonable 
time without undue inconvenience, the cause shall 
be placed on the Military List. The affidavit or other 
proof shall show the place where the party is sta- 
tioned and, upon information and belief, the period 
of time during which he will be stationed there and 
shall establish that he cannot make himself avail- 
able for the conduct of the cause within a reasonable 
time and without undue inconvenience. 

Note: Effective September 9, 1953; paragraph (a) 

amended July 15, 1960 to be effective September 
7, 1960. Formerly Rule A22, adopted June 7, 1951. 





Rule 2:7-3 is amended to read as follows: 

2:7-3. Time for Serving and Filing Briefs 
The provisions of Rule 1:7-12, except paragraph 
(b) thereof, shall apply to appeals taken to this 
court; except that a party shall only be required to 
file 6 copies of his brief with the clerk of this court. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953; amended July 15, 
1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. Formerly 

Rule 4:3-4. 





Rule 2:7-4 is adopted as follows: 
2:7-4. Additional Copies of Appendices and Briefs 
Every party filing an appendix and a brief on an 
appeal to this court shall, if the same are printed in 
accordance with paragraph (a) of Rule 1:7-10, have 
printed not less than 8 copies thereof in addition to 
the number required for the appeal, and shall retain 
them in the event of a further appeal to the Supreme 
Court or proceedings on certification. 
Note: Adopted July 15, 1960 to be effective September 
7, 1960. 





Rule 2:9-2 is amended to read as follows: 
2:9-2. Applicability of Certain Supreme Court Rules 
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The provisions of the following rules shall apply 
to appeals taken to this court: 

1:9-2 Costs 

1:9-3 Counsel Fees on Appeal 

1:9-4 Petition for Rehearing, except that a party 
shall be required to file only 6 copies of his petition 
with the clerk of this court. 

Note: Effective September 9, 1953: amended July 15, 
1560 to be effective September 7, 1960. 





Paragraph (d) of Rule 3:7-2 is amended to read as 
follows: 
3:7-2. Trial Jurors 
(d) Alternate Jurors. When a trial is likely to be 
protracted, the court in its discretion may direct the 
impaneling of a jury not to exceed 14 members, all 
having the same qualifications and impaneled and 
sworn in the same manner as a jury of 12. Whenever a 
juror is excused after he has been sworn but before 
the state has commenced its opening statement, an- 
other juror may be impaneled and sworn to take his 
place. All the jurors shall sit and hear the case, but 
the court for good cause may excuse any of them from 
service provided the number of jurors is not reduced 
to less than 12. If more than 12 are left on the jury 
at the conclusion of the court’s charge, the clerk of 
the court in its presence shall put their names on 
slips folded to conceal the names, shall place the slips 
in a suitable box, and from it draw 12 names of jurors 
to determine the issues. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953; paragraph (d) 
amended June 27, 1955 to be effective September 
7, 1955; paragraph (e) adopted June 27, 1955 to 
be effective September 7, 1955; paragraph (d> 
amended July 15, 1960 to be effective September 
7, 1960. Formerly Rule 2:7-2, amended Novem- 
ber 10, 1949. 





Rule 4:8-1 is amended to read as follows: 
4:8-1. Claims for Relief 
A pleading which sets forth a claim for relief, 
whether an original claim, counterclaim, cross-claim, 
or third-party claim, shall cantain (a) a statement 
of the facts on which the claim is based showing that 
the pleader is entitled to relief, and (b) a demand for 
judgment for the relief to which he deems himself 
entitled. Relief in the alternative or of several different 
types may be demanded. Where unliquidated money 
damages are claimed in any court, other than the 
county district court, the pleading shall demand dam- 
ages generally without specifying the amount. Upon 
service of a written request by another party, the 
party filing the pleading shall within 5 days~ after 
service thereof furnish the requesting party with a 
written statement of the amount of damages claimed, 
which statement shall not be filed except on order 
of the court. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953; paragraph (b) 
adopted June 20, 1957 to be effective September 
4, 1957 and deleted June 27, 1958 to be effective 
July 3, 1958: amended July 15, 1960 to be effec- 
tive September 7, 1960. Formerly Rule 3:38-1 
Rule 4:11 is s amended to read as follows: 
RULE 4:11. SIGNING AND VERIFICATION OF 
PLEADINGS 
Every pleading shall be signed (a) by the attorney 
of record, if any [.] , or (b) [W] when a firm are at- 
torneys of record, [signature shall be in the name of 
the firm followed by the signature of the partner 
acting for it.] by a partner signing on behalf of the 
firm, or (c) by an attorney associated in the practice 
of law with the firm or attorney of record. Where 
the attorney signing is not the attorney of record, 
the signature shall be in the name of the firm or 
attorney of record followed by the signature of the 
attorney signing. When the party is not represented, 
signature shall be by the party. Except when ex parte 
relief is sought upon a pleading or when otherwise 
specifically provided by rule, pleadings need not be 
verified or accompanied by affidavit. Where, however, 
a verification or affidavit is submitted, the allegations 
of the pleadings shall not be repeated in it, though 
they may be incorporated in it by reference where 
it is made on personal knowledge and the allegations 
are of facts which are admissible in evidence and to 
which the affiant is competent to testify. The rule 
in equity that the averments of an answer under 
oath must be overcome by the testimony of two wit- 
nesses or of one witness sustained by corroborating 
circumstances is superseded. The signature of an at- 
torney constitutes a certificate by him that he has 
read the pleading; that to the best of his knowledge, 
information, and belief there is good ground to sup- 
port it; and that it is not interposed for delay. If a 
pleading is not signed or is signed with intent to 
defeat the purpose of this rule, it may be stricken 
and the action may proceed as though the pleading 
had not been served. For a willful violation of this 
rule an attorney may be subjected to appropriate dis- 
ciplinary action. Similar action may be taken if scan- 
dalous or indecent matter is inserted. Affidavits of 
merits are superseded. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953: amended July 15, 
1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. Formerly 
Rule 3-11. 





Rule 4:13-6 is amended to read as follows: 
4:13-6. Cross-Claim Against Co-Party; Claim for 
Contribution Under Joint Tortfeasors Act 

* (a) A pleading may state as a cross-claim any 
claim by one party against a co-party, including a 
claim that the latter is or may be liable to the cross- 
claimant for all or part of a claim asserted in the 
action against the cross-claimant. 





(Continued on page 8, col. 1) 
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New Rules and Amendments 
(Continued from page 7) 


(b) A defendant in a ‘tort “action may assert a 
claim for contribution under the Joint Tortfeasors 
Contribution Act, N.J.S. 2A:53A, against his codefen- 
dants, or any of them, by inserting in his answer, above 
the signature and under the heading “Claim for Con- 
tribution”, a general demand for contribution from 
them, naming them, without setting forth the facts 
upon which the claim is based. Where a claim for 
contribution is made, (1) the answer shall be served 
upon the parties against whom such relief is sought 
and no responsive pleading thereto need be filed, 
and (2) a motion for dismissal of the complaint as 
against any such codefendant shall be held in abey- 
ance until the conclusion of the entire case and at 
that time the granting of the motion or the submission 
to the jury of the claim of contribution shall consti- 
tute an adjudication upon the merits of such claim. 


Note: Effective September 9, 1953: paragraph ‘b) 
adopted July 15, 1960 to be effective September 
7, 1960. Paragraph (a) formerly Rule 3:13-6 
Rule 4:14-1 is amended to read as follows: 
4:14-1. Third Party Brought in by Defendant 
[(a)] No change 
{(b) Where the defendant in a tort action, by 
way of cross-claim asserts a right of contribution 


under the Joint Tortfeasors Contribution Act, N.JS. 
2A:53A, against his codefendants, or any of them, 
naming them, in the event the judgment should be 
adverse to him, a motion for dismissal of the com- 
plaint as against any such codefendant shall be held 
in abeyance until the conclusion of the entire case 
and at that time the granting of the motion or the 
submission to the jury of the asserted right of con- 
tribution shall constitute an adjudication upon the 


merits of such.] 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953; paragraph (a) 
amended June 27, 1955 to be effective September 
7. 1955: paragraph ‘b) adopted June 27, 1955 to 


be effective 
ted July 15, 


September 7, 1955: paragraph ‘b 


dele 1960 to be effective September 


7, 1960 ‘see Rule 4:13-6). Formerly Rule 3:14-1. 
Rule 4:26-1 is amended to read as follows: 
4:26-1. Request for Admission 
After commencement of an action and before 


trial, a party may serve upon any other party a written 
request for the admission by the latter of the genuine- 
any relevant documents described in and ex- 
hibited with the request, or of the truth of any rele- 
vant matters of fact set forth in the request, whether 
matters lie within the personal knowledge 
a plaintiff desires to serve a request 


ness of 


» + th 
or not tne 


of the latter. If 


upon a defendant within [10] 20 days after service 
upon him of the summons and complaint, leave of 
court, granted with or without notice. must be ob- 


tained. Copies of the documents shall be served with 
the request unless copies have already been furnished. 
Each of the matters of which an admission is requested 
shall be deemed admitted unless. within a period 
designated in request, which period shall be not 
less than [10] 20 days after service thereof, or within 
such shorter or longer period as the court may allow 

on motion and notice, the party to whom the request 
is directed serves upon the party requesting the ad- 
mission either (a) a sworn statement denying speci- 
fically the matters of which an admission is requested 
or setting forth in detail the reasons why he cannot 
truthfully admit or deny those matters, or (b) writ- 
ten objections that some or all of the requested ad- 
missions are privileged or irrelevant or that the re- 
quest is otherwise improper in whole or in part, to- 
gether with a notice of hearing as to the objections 
at the earliest practicable time. If written objections 
to a part of the -Tequest t are made, the remainder of 
the request sh be answered within the period de- 
— ed in the request. A denial shall fairly meet the 
ubstance of the requested admission, and when good 
ai th requires that a party deny only a part of or 
make a qualification as to a matter of which an ad- 
ons ei is requested, he shall specify so much of it 

as true and deny only the remainder. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953: amended July 15. 
1960 to be effective September 7. 1960 Formerly 
Rule 3:16-35, amended January 1. 1953. 


the 








n ns 


al 





Paragraph (‘e) of Rule 4:56A is amended to read as 
follows: 
4:56A. PROCEEDINGS TO APPROVE SETTLEMENTS 
(e) All proceedings to enter a judgment to con- 
settlement in cases involving infants and 
inco mpetents, shall be heard by the court without a 
jury. If the court approves the settlement it shall 
enter an order reciting the action taken and directing 
the appropriate judgment. If the claimant or his 
attorney requests, the court may approve the ex- 
penses incident to the litigation, including attorneys 
fees. 
Note: Adopted June 27, 1955 to be effective September 
7. 1955: paragraph ‘e' adopted June 20, 1957 to 
be effective September 4, 1957: paragraph (e) 
—_— July 15, 1960 to be effective September 





Rule 4:82-2 is amended to read as follows: 


4:82-2. Same; Infants; Incompetents; Subsequent 
Encumbrancers 
In an action to foreclose and satisfy a mortgage ir 


which there is an infant or incompetent defendant 
who fails to plead, or an infant, incompetent or other 
defendant who raises no issue requiring a trial, or a 
defendant holding a subsequent encumbrance whose 
nswer does not dispute the priority of plaintiff’s 


mortage or the order and priority of the subsequent 
encumbrances as stated in the complaint, then pro- 
vided a default has been entered by the clerk against 
the other defendants, if any, the court may, on motion 
and notice as prescribed in Rule 4:56-2(b), render 
judgment. For the purposes of such a motion, an al- 
legation in an answer that a party is without know- 
ledge or information sufficient to form a belief as 
to the truth of an averment in the complaint shall 
not have the effect of a denial but shall only have 
the effect of leaving the plaintiff to his proofs. 
Unless the court otherwise directs, the motion shall 
be made returnable before a standing master who 
shall advise the judgment. On the motion, proof shall 
be submitted establishing the following facts: 


(a) No change 
(b) No change 
(c) No change 
Noie: Effective September 9, 1953: amended July 15, 
1960 to be effective September 7. 1960. Formerly 
Rule 3:76-2 
Rule 4:88-15 is amended to read as follows: 
4:88-15. Limitation on Bringing Certain Proceedings 
(a) No change 
(b) No proceeding in lieu of prerogative writ 


shall be commenced 

(1) No change 

(2) No change 

(3) to review any determination of a planning 
board or board of adjustment, or any resolution by 
the governing body or board of public works of a 
municipality approving or disapproving a recommen- 
dation made by the planning board or board of ad- 
justment, after 45 days from the publication of a 
notice once in the official newspaper of the munici- 
pality or a newspaper of general circulation in the 
municipality; for, in case] provided, however, that if 
the determination or resolution results in a denial 
or modification of an application [to the board has 
been denied or modified], after 45 days from the 
publication of the notice [and] or the mailing of the 
notice to the applicant, whichever is later. The notice 


shall state the name of the applicant, the location 


of the property and in brief the nature of the appli- 
cation and the effect of the determination or reso- 
lution ‘e.g. “Variance - Store in residential zone de- 
nied”), and shall advise that the determination or 


resolution has been filed in the office of the board or 
the municipal clerk, as the case may be, and is avail- 
able for inspection; or 

[(4) to review any 
body or board of public 


resolution by the governing 
works of a municipality ap- 
proving or disapproving a recommendation made by 
the planning board or board of adjustment after 45 
days from the date of the adoption of the resolution; ] 


[(5)] (4) No change 

[16)] (5) No change 

(7)] (6) No change 

(8)] (7) No change 

[(9)] (8) No change 

[+10)] (9) No change 

(11)] (10) No change 

[(12)] (11) No change 

{(13)] (12) No change 

‘c) No change 

Note: Effective September 9, 1953: amended June 27 
1955 to be effective September 7, 1955: June 25, 
1956 to be effective September 5, 1956: January 
21, 1957 to be effective February 1. 1957: June 
20, 1957 to be effective September 4, 1957: July 
20. 1959 to be effective September 9, 1959: July 
15, 1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. For- 
merly Rule 3:81-15, paragraph (1) adopted 
March 19, 1953: paragraphs (2), (3) and (4) 
adopted March 15, 1951: paragraph (5) adopted 
March 19, 1953: paragraphs ‘6), (7), (8) and 
(9) adopted March 15, 1951: paragraph (10) 
adopted March 19, 1953; paragraph (12) adopted 
July 20, 1959 to be effective September 9, 1959. 

Parag raph (g) of Rule 4:96-1 is amended to read as 
follows: 
4:96-1. Inquiry 


(g) Description of Defendant. If the defendant 
may be served with process {within the State] in 
accordance with Rule 4:96-2, the plaintiff or his at- 
torney shall deliver with process to the sheriff or 
other person making such service, and shall file with 
the court, a statement of defendant’s age, residence 
and occupation, as Known, or ascertained by such in- 
quiry; but the requirement of this paragraph may 
be dispensed with by order. 

Note: Effective September 9, 1953: paragraph (g) 

amended July 15, 1960 to be effective September 
7, 1960. Formerly Rule 3:85-2. 





Rule 4:96-2 is amended to read as follows: 
4:96-2. Personal Service of Summons and Complaint 
Within or Without the State; Proof of Service; Answer 

(a) Within the State of New Jersey the summons 
and complaint shall be served by the sheriff, or other 
officer authorized by law, of the county where the 
defendant resides or is found for purposes of service 
by delivering [personally handing] a copy thereof to 
the defendant personally. Within another state or 
the District of Columbia service shall be made as pro- 
vided in paragraph (a) of Rule 4:4-5. 

(b) Proof of service shall be made in accordance 
with Rule 4:4-7; except that where service is made 
without the state, (1) proof must be filed, in affi- 
davit form, to the effect that the person making the 
service is one of the class of persons authorized to make 
such service, and (2) the affidavit of proof of ser- 
vice shall state, if ascertainable, the age, residence 
and occupation of the person served, what knowledge 
the affiant had of the identity of the person served, 
and how he acquired such knowledge. 


(c) Whenever personal service is made Without 
the state the defendant shall be allowed 35 days With. 
in which to answer. 

Note: Effective September 9. 1953: 

1960 to be effective September 7. 
Rule 3:85-1. 


amended July 15 
1960. Forme 





Rule 4:96-3 is amended to read as follows: 
4:96-3. Where Personal Service of Process is 
pensed With [Cannot be Made Within the Stat, 
Order for Publication and Substituted Service 

(a) Where [personal service of process canp-- 
be made within the State] in any action for ore: 
or nullity of marriage [, upon filing the proofs +. 
quired by Rule 4:96-1,] the court determines that th, 
requirement of personal service of process in accord. 
ance with Rule 4:96-2 should be dispensed with, 






court may upon filing the proofs required by le 
4:96-1 [by] order [direct] the defendant to 
the complaint at a certain day 1e 





named t] 
less than 2 or more than 3 months from t 
such order. Application for such order shall be maz: 
within 20 days of the filing of the complaint. /T:: 
order or notice thereof] Notice of the order sha)] + 
published in a newspaper published in this State, ar- 
designated in such order. The first publication sh: 
be made within 20 days from the date of the org- 
and 3 publications shall be made thereafter, at ls 

1 in each of the 3 next succeeding calenda 
making 4 publications, 1 in each of 4 success! e 
endar weeks. [The order or notice thereof Notice o 
the order shall be published in such other n 
as the particular circumstances of the case ; 
, any further 


} 
I 
I 





1e ¢ 

















quire, if, in the opinion of the court 
other publication shall be necessary. 
(b) Service upon the defendant within 


out this State of the complaint and of [such order 
notice thereof| the notice of the order to answer ; 
service substituted for personal service of proc 
within this State shall also be made within the san 
time and in such manner as prescribed in Rule 4:96-: 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953: paragrapt 
amended June 20, 1957 to be effectiy I 
4, 1957: amended July 15, 1960 to be eff 
September 7, 1960. Formerly Rule 
amended January 1, 1952. See Civi 
Form 41, printed in the appendix cf F 











Rule 4: 96-4 is amended to read as follows 
4:96-4. Substituted Service; How Made 
Service upon the defendant of a cop: 
complaint and of the notice of the order i 
[‘or notice of that order)] as service substitute 
personal service of process in this State may be 





[(a)] Deleted 

{'b)] (a) No change 

[‘c)] (b) No change 

(d)] (ce) By such service as the court may dir 


application for special substituted servics 
cause, to be made within 30 days from ths até 
the order to answer which time may be extende 
or substituted service disper nig with pursuant : 
paragraph [(e)] (d) by further order of the cour 
for special cause shown. 
(e)] (d) No change 
(f)] (e) No change 

Nc ae Effective September 9, 1953: amende 

1960 to be effective September 
ly Rule 3:85-4 

Rule 4: 99-7 is amended to read as follows: 
4:99-7. Notice of Probate of Will 

Within 60 days from the date of the p 
any will, the executor or administrator wi 
annexed shall mail to all beneficiaries under th 
at their last known post-office addresses, 0 
the will and a notice in writing that the wil 
probated, and the place and date of probate 
the terms of the will property is devoted to a presét 
or future charitable use or purpose, like notice and 
copy of the will shall be mailed to the Attorney Ger: 
eral. 

Note: Effeciive September 9, 1953: amended Ju.) 
1960 to be effeciive September 7. 1960. 
merly Rule 3:88-6, adopted January 1. 1952 


upon 





[ 
[ 

















Paragraph (c) of Rule 4:102-2 is adopted as [010% 
4:102-2. Accompanying Affidavits 
(c) In lieu of the affidavits provided for in pa! 
graph(b), an affidavit of one reputable physicia® 
having the qualifications as required by paragra? 
(b), to the effect that he has endeavored io make! 
personal examination of the alleged incompetent m 
more than 10 days prior to the filing of the compa! 
but that the alleged incompetent or those in chart 
of him have refused or are unwilling to have the 
affiant make such an examination. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953: paragra 
amended June 20, 1957 to be effective = 
4, 1957: paragraph (c) adopted July 
be effective September 7. 1960. Formery *- 
3:91-2. 









Rule 4:102-4 is amended to read as follows: 
4:102-4. Notice; Attorney; Order for Examination ; 
(a) If the court is satisfied with the suificie” 
of the complaint and the affidavits and tha 
proceedings should be taken thereon, it shal 
at least 20 days’ notice of the hearing to be 
the alleged incompetent and to his spouse, ct 
who are 18 years of age or over, and parents, ; 
and the person having the care or pesos ae 
alleged incompetent, and also such other pews 
persons, as the court shall direct. A copy of the 0 - 2 
complaint and supporting affidavits shall be 
upon the incompetent personally and upon each © 














(Continued on page 9, col. 1) 
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the ot! her persons stated, in such manner as the court 


may direct. The court in its order may for good cause 
“iiqgw shorter notice or dispense with notice in any 
>> but if such notice is dispensed with, the order 
1 recite the grounds therefor and proof shall be 
ted at the hearing that ground for dispensing 
the notice continues to exist. The notice to the 
ypetent shall contain a statement that if he 
ires to oppose the action he may appear therein 
ther in person or by attorney, and if he desires a 
trial by jury, he may demand the same. If he fails 
to appear or does not appear by attorney, the court 
its discretion may adjourn the hearing and appoint 
attorney to represent him. The compensation of 
‘he attorney may be fixed by the court and charged 
ypon such of the parties or out of the estate of the 
ncompetent, as the court may direct. No guardian 
ad litem shall be appointed. 
~ (b) If from an affidavit annexed to the complaint 
it shall appear that the alleged incompetent or those 
in charge of him have refused or are unwilling to 
permit a personal examination of him, the court may 
order him to submit to an examination. The order 
may be made only on motion after notice to all per- 
sons to whom the plaintiff is required by paragraph 
a) to give notice of the hearing. The motion shall 
set forth the names and addresses of the physicians 
who will conduct the examination, and the court in 
its order Shall specify the time, place and conditions 
of the examination. Where an examination is ordered, 
the provisions of Rule xii shall apply. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953: amended July 15, 
1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. Former- 
ly Rule 3:91-4 



















Rule 4:102-5 is amended to read as follows: 
4:102-5. Proof of Notice; Appearance of Incompetent 
at Hearing; Answer 
The plaintiff shall file before the hearing proof 
f of the notice, complaint and affidavits and 
proof by affidavit alleged incompetent has 
afforded every opportunity to appear personally 
attorney at the and that he has been 
- offered assistance to communicate fully with 


service 


that the 


nearing 





nds, relatives or attorneys. The plaintiff may 
> the alleged incompetent at the hearing or the 
may direct him to do so, unless the court finds 


would be prejudicial to the health of the al- 
eged incompetent or unsafe for him or others so to do. 
It the pertnaieh incompetent or any person receiving 
notice of the hearing is to appear through an attorney, 
he shall, not later than 5 days before the hearing, 

serve and file an answer to the complaint. 
Note: E1ifective September 9, 1953: amended July 15. 
1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. Formeriy 

Rule 3:91-5 


ule 4:102-6 is amended to read as follows: 
1:102-6. Hearing; Judgment 
| Trial [Without Jury]. Unless a trial by jury 
anded by the alleged incompetent or someone 
half, or is ordered by the court, [where the 
rsonal and real property of the alleged in- 
ent is in excess of $2,000 in value,] the court 
t a jury may after taking testimony in open 
urt, determine the matter of mental incompetency 

int a guardian for him and fix the amount of 
ardian’s bond]. If trial be by jury, the jury shall 
be called from a general panel. 

5) Motion for New Trial. [Trial with Jury. In all 
er actions and, if the court so directs, in an action 
ed to in Rule 4:102-6/a), the action shall be 
tied by a jury, which shall in every case be called 
0M a general panel. If on the trial the person is 
‘lund to be incapable of governing himself and man- 

g his affairs, the court shall render judgment 
4pon its findings and appoint a guardian for him 
and fix the amount of the guardian’s bond.] A motion 
new trial shall be served not later than 30 days 
‘r the entry of the judgment. 

¢) Appointment of Guardian. No change. 
Effective September 9, 1953: amended July 15, 
1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. Formerly 
Rule 3:91-6, amended January 1. 1952. 


of Rule 4:112-2 is 


w= ro] 


7 2 


















atag raph (ce) (3) 
read as follows: 
#:112-2. Complaint 
(3) The name, age and birthplace of the child 
) be adopted: or if unknown to the plaintiff or plain- 
liffs, the complaint shall so state. 
Note: Effective January 1, 1954; paragraph (c) (3) 
— July 15, 1960 to be effective September 
___7, 1960. 
i 4:114-1 is amended to read as follows: 
4-1. Notice to Creditors to Present Claims 
An order under N.J.S. 3A:24-3 need not be pub- 
“ed; but a notice stating that the order has been 
“ade, the date thereof, on whose application, in what 
Jurt eb anp what directions are thereby given, shall be 
Ttised at least 4 times during 4 consecutive cal- 
idar weeks once each week in such 1 or more news- 
pes of this State as may be directed in the order, 
© first advertisement to be made within 20 days 
the date of the order. Such further notice shall 
ven as the court may direct. Neither the order 
eth notice need be set up or posted. Proof of the 
= rg Shall be filed with the court. 
ole: Effective September 9, 1953: amended July 15, 
1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. Formerly 
— 3:98-1, amended January 1, 1952; January 
a 953. 


amended to 





£ gi 





Rule 4:117-6 is adopted as follows: 
4:117-6. Service Upon Attorney General in Certain 
Cases 

In all actions involving or brought pursuant to a 
will or other instrument by which property is devoted 
to a present or future charitable use or purpose, no- 
tice of the action shall be given to the Attorney Gen- 
eral by any party seeking relief. Any party serving 
such a notice on the Attorney General shall attach 
thereto a copy of his first pleading filed in the case. 
The Attorney General shall, upon timely application, 
be permitted to intervene in the action. 

Note: Adopted July 15, 1960 to be effective September 

7, 1960. 





Paragraph (a) 
as follows: 
4:118-6. Approval and Filing of Bond or Bail; 
Judgment Against Surety 
(a) Neither the clerk of the court, the sheriffs 
of the several counties, nor any other person shall 
accept a bond or bail in any action or proceeding 
pending in the court, other than a bond for costs given 
by a non-resident claimant, unless the same shall 
have been approved as to form and sufficiency by a 
judge of any court te: this State, or by a surrogate. 
Bonds or bail need not be filed with the court in dup- 
licate under Rule 4:5- 6. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953: amended June 28, 
1954 to be effective September 8, 1954; paragraph 
‘a) amended July 15, 1960 to be effective Sep- 
tember 7, 1960. Formerly Rule 3:102-5, amended 
January 1, 1952 


of Rule 4:118-6 is amended to read 


Paragraphs (b) (1) (i) and (b) (5) of Rule 5:2-6 are 
amended to read as follows: 

5:2-6. Collection of Penalties; Appeals from Penalties 

Imposed by Municipal Courts; Confiscation of Chat- 

tels; Civil Actions Generally 

(b) (1) (i) Serve upon the opposite party and file 
with the court which rendered judgment, a written 
notice of appeal, signed by him or on his behalf, 
briefly describing the judgment and stating that he 
appeals therefrom to the county court[;]. There shall 
be endorsed on the notice of appeal a statement as 
to whether or not a stenographic record or sound 
recording was made pursuant to Rule 8:7-5 in the 
court from which the appeal is taken. 

(b) (5) The county court shall hear and deter- 
mine the appeal de novo in a summary manner and, 
unless otherwise provided by law, without a jury, and 
shall give judgment thereon; provided, however, that 
if in the court from which the appeal is taken a 
stenographic record or sound recording was made 
pursuant to Rule 8:7-5, an original and a copy of the 
transcript of the trial, duly certified as correct, shall 
be filed by the appellant with the clerk of the appel- 
late court within 10 days after the filing of the notice 
of appeal and in such cases the trial of the appeal 
shall be heard de novo on the record unless it shall 
appear that the rights of either party may be pre- 
judiced, in which event there shall be a plenary trial 
de novo. In an appeal heard de novo on the record, 
briefs, if any, shall be served and filed at least 5 days 
prior to the date fixed for the hearing and the hearing 
shall consist solely of oral argument. 

Note: Effective September 9, 1953: paragraph (‘b) (3) 

amended June 25, 1956 to be effective September 
5, 1956: paragraphs (b)(1) (i) and (b) (5) amend- 
ed July 15, 1960 to be effective September 7, 
1960. Formerly Rule 5:2-7, adopted January 1, 
1952: paragraph ‘a) amended March 19, 19553; 
paragraph ‘b) amended March 19, 1953: para- 
graph ‘c) adopted March 19, 1953. 





Rule 5:2-8 is amended to read as follows: 
5:2-8. Appeals in Bastardy Proceedings 
An appeal [from a municipal court] to the county 
court in a bastardy proceeding [may] shall be taken 
within [10 days after the judgment of the municipal 
court] the time prescribed by Rule 1:3-1, upon written 
notice to the [municipal] court from which the appeal 
is taken. The appeal shall not operate as a stay. It 
shall be heard by the county court upon 10 days’ not- 
ice to the adverse party, or as soon thereafter as the 
same can be heard. On the appeal, if the complainant 
is not represented by an attorney, the municipal at- 
torney shall appear on behalf of the complainant, 
the matter shall be tried de novo, and the burden of 
proof shall be upon the complainant. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953; amended July 15, 
1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. Formerly 
Rule 5:2-9, adopted March 19, 1953. 








Rule 5:3-1 is amended to read as follows: 
5:3-1. Applicability of Superior Court Rules 

The practice in the probate division of the county 
courts with respect to all probate matters cognizable 
in those courts shall be governed by Rules 4:55-7(b), 
(d) and (e), 4:81-4 to 4:81-6, 4:83-6 to 4:83-8, 4:84-1 
to 4:84-6 and 4:99 to 4:117, inclusive, insofar as appli- 
cable, except the rules listed below: 

4:84-1 to 4:84-4, insofar as these rules apply to 
actions by the general guardian of an infant, by the 
special guardian of a nonresident minor or by a person 
having a vested interest in lands in which an infant, 
incompetent or person not in being has an interest. 

4:84-5, 4:84-6, insofar as these rules apply to an 
action for the borrowing of money on the security of 
real estate. 

*** Balance of rule to remain unchanged. 

Note: Effective September 9, 1953: emended June 27, 

1955 to be effective September 7. 1955: July 15, 
1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. Formerly 
Rule 5:3-1, amended February 14, 1952; January 
1, 1953. 


Rule 5:5-5 is amended to read as follows: 
5:5-5. Deposits in Court 
Moneys paid into a county court shall be deposited 
to the credit of the court in an interest-bearing ac- 
count in a responsible bank, savings bank, [or] trust 
company or insured savings and loan association, de- 
signated by the county court [.], provided that no 
moneys shall be deposited in an insured savings and 
loan association in excess of the maximum amount 
to which such deposits are insured by the Federal 
Savings and Loan Insurance Corporation. These mon- 
eys shall be drawn upon by check of tue surrogate or 
clerk of the county, depending upon whether the 
moneys are received in the probate or law division 
of the court, and the checks shall be countersigned 
by a judge of the court. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953: amended July 15, 
1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. Formeriy 
Rule 5:5-5, adopted January 1, 1952. 





Paragraph (a) of Rule 7:4-6 is amended to read as 
follows: 
7:4-6. Service of Process; By Whom and How Served; 
Dismissal for Failure to Serve 
(a) Service of all process shall be made by ser- 
geants-at-arms of the court and such other persons 
authorized by law to serve such process as may be 
designated by the judge and in courts having more 
than one judge, by the presiding judge. The persons so 
designated shall receive in payment for their services 
the statutory fees allowed therefor. Where the process is 
to be served in a county other than that in which the 
action was instituted, such process shall be forwarded 
to the clerk of the county district court in the county 
where such service is to be made and shall be delivered 
by him to suck person as is authorized by law to serve 
such process in his county. Subpoenas may be served 
by any person over 18 years of age and in the manner 
provided by Rule 4:46-3. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953: paragraph (c) 
adopted June 25, 1956 to be effective September 
5, 1956 and deleted June 20, 1957 to be effective 
September 4, 1957: paragraph (a) amended July 
15, 1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. For- 
merly Rule 7:4-6. 
Paragraph (a) (1) 
as follows: 
7:9-2. Judgment by Default 
Judgment by default may be entered as follows: 
(a) By the Clerk 
(1) When the plaintiff's claim against a defend- 
ant is for a sum certain or for a sum which can by 
computation be made certain, except when based 
upon writs of attachment, capias ad respondendum, 
replevin, or claims based directly or indirectly upon 
the sale of chattel, wherein a chattel has been re- 
possessed peaceably or by legal process, the clerk upon 
request of the plaintiff, upon oral proof or upon affi- 
davit, shall enter judgment for the net amount due 
and costs against the defendant, if he has been de- 
faulted for failure to appear, plead or otherwise Lo 
fend, and if he is not an infant or incompetent persor 
If proof is made by affidavit it shall be sworn to not 
more than [15] 30 days before its presentation to the 
clerk; it shall show that affiant has competent know- 
ledge of the facts sworn to and, if not made by the 
plaintiff, that affiant is authorized to make the same 
on behalf of the plaintiff, and shall verify all facts 
necessary to establish the claim and the amount due 
after deducting all credits to which defendant is en- 
titled. Copies of all papers and book entries relied 
upon shall be annexed to the affidavit, or if annexed 
to the complaint, may be verified by reference in the 
affidavit. The affidavits of more than 1 person may 
be filed, if necessary. The clerk may require the pro- 
duction for inspection of the originals of any papers 
and books relied upon, unless they have been lost or 
destroyed and their absence accounted for. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953: paragraph (pb? 
amended June 27, 1955 to be effective September 
7, 1955, June 25, 1956 to be effective September 
5, 1956; paragraph (a) (1) amended July 15, 1960 


to be effective September 7, 1960. Formerly Rule 


of Rule 7:9-2 is amended to read 





7:9-2, (a) amended January 1, 1952 
Rule 7:17-3 is amended to read as follows: 
7:17-3. Small Ciaims; Counterclaim in Excess of 


[$50] Jurisdiction 
Upon the filing of a counterclaim for a sum in 
excess of [$50], the jurisdictional amount of [in a 
case in] the division of small claims, such case shall 
be Anite ie to the county district court proper 
upon payment by the defendant of the required fees. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953: amen ded July i5 
1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. Formerly 
Rule 7:14-3. 





Rule 7:21-4 is amended to read as follows: 
7:21-4. Officers’ Bonds 
Sergeants-at-Arms and constables executing writs 

issued out of any of the county district courts in the 
State upon which money may be collected shall, be- 
fore entering upon the discharge of their duties, file 
in the office of the clerk of the county district court 
to which they are attached a bond in a penal sum in 
an amount to be fixed by the judge or. in courts hav- 
ing more than one judge, by the presiding judge. The 
penal sum of such bond shall be an amount not less 
than one and one-haif times the monthly receipts 
of such officer as appears from the auditor's reports, 
unless the court shall otherwise order. The bond 
shall be in the form set forth in County District Court 
Form 14 printed in the Appendix of Forms and shall 
be in addition to the bond filed as provided by statute 





(Continued on page 10, col. 1) 
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with the governing bodies of ‘the municipalities and 
with the boards of chosen freeholders in the counties 
in which the county district courts are located. 
Note: Adopted June 20, 1957 to be effective September 
4, 1957: amended July 15, 1960 to be effective 
sincnmmngegl 7, 1960 


Rule 7:21-5 is adopted as follows: 
7:21-5. Substitution for Officer Deceased or Other- 
wise Unable to Act 
When an officer dies or becomes incapacitated or 
for any other reason is unable to act, the court shall 
by order appoint another officer on the approved list 
of the court to proceed with and complete the execu- 
tion of all writs which had been delivered to said 
deceased or incapacitated officer for execution with 
the same power in all things yet to be done as he 
would have had, had the executions been delivered 
to him originally and he had done what was done 
by his predecessor, except that he shall not be liable 
for any error or default of the officer to whom the 
executions were originally delivered. 
Note: Adopted July 15, 1960 to be effective September 
7, 1960. 
Paragraph (a) 
follows: 
8:3-1. Complaint; Notice in Lieu of Complaint 
(a) Form of Complaint: The complaint is a writ- 
ten statement of the essential facts constituting the 
offense charged. It may be made upon information 
and belief. In all cases, except traffic cases, the com- 
plaint shall be made upon oath before any magistrate 
or other person empowered by law to take complaints. 
Whenever practicable a copy of the complaint shall 
be served on the defendant at the time of service of 
the summons or execution of the warrant. In non- 
traffic cases the complaint shall be in the form set 
out in Local Criminal Court Forms 1 or 2, printed in 
the Appendix of Forms, and in traffic cases the com- 
plaint shall be in the form prescribed by the Admin- 
istrative Director of the Courts pursuant to Rule 8:10-1 
{and set out in Local Criminal Court Form 12, printed 
in the Appendix of Forms]. The Administrative Di- 
rector of the Courts, however, shall have authority 
to prescribe special forms of complaint for use in 
cases involving navigation, fish and game, and local 
ordinance offenses. 
September 9 paragraph a 


Note: Effective 
amended June 25, 1956 to be effective Septembe: 
1956: June 27, 1958 to be effective 
1958: July 15. 1960 to be 
1960. For 


of Rule 8:3-1 is amended to read as 


1953: 


5 
2 
3 


effective 






merly Rule 8:3-1, revised 


ragraphs (b) and tc) of Rule 8:3-2 are amended to 
low Ss 
2. Warrant or Summons 
b) Form 
1) Warrant. No change 
2) Summons. The summons shall be signed by 


> magistrate or tested in his name and 





as fol 











rson empowered by law to take com- 

Diaints and shall be directed to the defendant named 
or otherwise ‘designated in the acmibelek and shali 
describe the oHense charged in the complaint. The 
summons shall e the defendant to appear before 
01 the complaint is made at a time 


tated therein and inform the defendant 

$s to sO appear a warrant will issue for his 
the summons is served with the com- 
in the form set out in Local Criminal] 
in the Appendix of Forms. except 
1 be 












g traffic offenses the form s 


When 





more tha A 
t it shall be in 
Cot urt Form 4, 
The Administrative 


Rule 8:10-1 






of f Forms 
how ever, shall have authority 
to prescribe special forms of summons for use in cases 
involving navigation, fish and game, and local ordin- 


i he Appendix 
anernaly of the Seineia. 





ance offenses. 
Execution and Service: Return 
1) By Whom. No change 
2) Territorial Limits. No change 
3: Manner. : 
Warrant. No chang 





Summons to an Individual. No change 
iil!) Summons to a Corporation; Partner- 

ship: Unincorporated Association [Publicat ion]. 
Service of summons upon a [defendant] corpora- 
e, partnership or unincor- 
, Shall be made i in the same manner 
rovi 2 4:4-4/.); except that in cases in- 
selene violations of statutes or ordinances relating to 
motor vehicles service may be made by delivering a 
ony of the summons to the operator of the vehicle. 
ed ndan corporation] does not appear, the 
enter an appearance for [said cor- 
ndorse the plea of “not guilty” on 
further proceedings may then be 
ame manner as if [the said corpor- 
I not guilty thereto. 
appearance by a defendant nonpatation, 
partnership or unincorporated association must be 
made by an attorney at law of this State [.]; except 
that in cases involving violations of statutes or ordin- 
ances relating to motor vehicles a waiver of appearance 
and plea of guilty may be made by any agent or em- 
ployee of the defendant. 
I immons shall be returned “not 


O appear to the satisfaction of 


Jsis S 





pw 








ne 
uc 





NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, JULY 28, 1960 
—_ - NEE, Sas 








the magistrate that the summons could not be served, 
the rhigistrate shall order the defendant [corporation] 
to cause its an» arance and plea to be entered by a 
day certain. A copy of such order, together with a copy 
of the summons, shall, within 5 days after the making 
thereof [be pu lished in a newspaper published in the 
area where the offense took place for 4 weeks, at least 
once a week; and also] be served upon the defendant 
by mailir< {, prior to the last publication, a copy of 
the summons and order] the same to the defendant, 
prepaid to the address where it usually received its 
mail, unless it shall appear by affidavit that such place 
is unkrown and cannot be ascertained after inquiry. 
If the defendant [corporation] shall not appear within 
the time limited by the order, the magistrate, on being 
satis’ ed that [publication and] service has been made 
in accordance with the provisions of this rule, shall 
enter an appearance and a plea of “not guilty” for the 
defendant [corporation] and thereupon proceed to 
hear the complaint. 

(iv) Summons for Non-moving Traffic Vio- 
lations. The summons in cases involving non-moving 
traffic offenses may be served upon a defendant by 
affixing it to the vehicle involved in the violation. 

(4) Return. No change 
Etfective September 9, 
‘c) amended July 15, 
temb.r 7, 1960. Paragraph (a) 
8:3-2, revised January 1, 1952; paragraph (‘b) 
formerly Rule 68:3-3, revised January 1, 1952, 
paragraph ‘c) formerly Rule 8:3-4, revised Janu- 
ary 1, 1952. amended January 1, 1953. 


Note 1953; paragraphs ‘b) and 
1960 to be effective Sep- 


formerly Rule 


Paragraph (a) of Rule 8:10-1 is amended to read as 
follows: 
8:10-1. Complaint and Summons; Form 
(a) Form. In cases involving violations of statutes 
or ordinances relating to the operation or use of motor 
vehicles, hereinafter designated as “traffic offenses”, 
the complaint and summons shall be a uniform traffic 
ticket in , such [the] form as the Administrative Di- 
rector of the Courts shall prescribe. [set out in Local 
Criminal Court Form 12, the “Uniform Traffic Ticket”. 
The uniform traffic ticket shall consist of four parts. 
separated by carbon paper: (1) the complaint, to be 
printed on white paper; (2) the police record, which 
shall be a copy of the complaint and printed on green 
paper: (3) the officer’s copy, which shall be a copy of 
the complaint and printed on yellow paper; and (4) 
the summons to be printed on white cardboard stock. 
Their reverse sides shall be as set out in said form, 
except that where the municipal court has established 
a violations bureau, the court may add offenses to 
the list of those which may be heard by the court only, 
appearing on the reverse side of the summons. Where 
a violations bureau has not been established, only the 
notice and the appearance, plea and waiver shall be 
printed on the reverse side of the summons.] On a 
complaint and summons for a non-moving traffic 
offense, in lieu of the name of the defendant it shall 
be sufficient to set forth the license number of the 
vehicle involved. In such cases it shall be presumed 
that the owner of the vehicle is the defendant charged 
with the violation. 
Note: Effective 
amended July 15, 
7 Formerly 


September 9, 1953: paragraph (‘a 
1960 to be effective September 
7, 1960 Rule 8:10-1, revised January 
1, 1952 


Rule 8:10-7 is amended to read as follows: 
8:10-7. iho of Defendant 
The defendant shall be personally present in all 
traffic the imposition of sentence, except in 
cases involving parking offenses and in instances 
covered by Rule 8:10-8, [and] Rule 8:10-10(c) [(2)], and 
Rule 8:10A. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953: amended July 15, 
1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. Formerly 
Rule 8:10-7, revised January 1, 1952 


cases at 


Paragraph (b) (8) of Rule 8:10-10 is amended to read 
as follows: 
8:10-10. Violations Clerk 
(8) Where the defendant is a resident of this State, 
exceeding the speed limit by more than 20 miles per 
hour: 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953: paragraph (b>? 
amended December 8, 1958 to be effective Janu- 
ary 1, 1959, July 20, 1959 to be effective Septem- 
ber 9, 1959; paragraph (b)‘8) amended July 15. 
1960 to be effective September 7, 1960. Formerly 
Rule 8:10-10, revised January 1, 1952. 


Rule 8:10A is amended to read as follows: 
RULE 8:10A4. ORDINANCE AND NAVIGATION LAW 
VIOLATIONS: PAYMENT TO VIOLATIONS CLERK 
(a) The court may by order, approved by the 
Assignment Judge of the county in which the court is 
located, designate specific local ordinance and naviga- 
tion law violations as being within the authority of 
the violations clerk, which order shall contain a sched- 
ule of fines and costs for such violations. The defend- 
ant charged with such a violation may, at any time 
before the hearing date, upon signing a plea of guilty 
and waiver of trial which shall be endorsed on or 
attached to the summons or complaint, pay the sched- 
uled fine and costs, either in person or by mail, to the 
violations clerk prior to the return date of the sum- 
mons. The magistrate in his discretion may aes 
the violations clerk to accept such plea and payment 
at any subsequent date. 
(b) Rule 8:10-10 shall, insofar as applicable, apply 
to all ordinances and navigation law violations within 
the authority of the violations clerk. 
Note: Adopted June 27, 1958 to be effective September 
3, 1958: amended July 15, 1960 to be effective 
September 7, 1960 
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Civil Procedure Form 2 is amended to read as follow: 

Form 2 
NOTICE TO ABSENT DEFENDANTS 
(No Caption) 
Superior Court of New Jers. 
Docket No. eee 
tate of New Jersey: 

To —— 

(Print name in bold face) 

You are hereby summoned and required to sery, 
upon —— , plaintiff’s attorney, whose addres. 
is —_—_————_, an answer to the complaint filed ip ; 
civil action, , 


(one of the defendants 











in which AB. is plaintiff and C.D. ¢ ;) 
are defendants, pending in the Superior Court of Ne, 
Jersey, within 35 days after (insert last day of publics. 
tion), exclusive of such date. If you fail to do « 
judgment by default may be rendered against yoy :- 
the relief demanded in the complaint. You shal] 
your answer and proof of service in duplicate with tn; 
Clerk of the Superior Court, State House Annex Trer. 
ton, New Jersey, in accordance with the rules 
practice and procedure. 

The action has been instituted for the purpose >: 
foreclosing a mortgage dated June 1, 1952, made »; 
John Doe as mortgagor and payable to Richard Roe 
mortgagee and concerns real estate located at 1% 
Smith St. in the City of Newark, Essex County, N; 
Jersey. You are made a defendant because you are th: 
holder of a judgment against John Doe entered :y 
the Superior Court of New Jersey on December 1, 195 
for $2,500.00 damages and costs which judgment is : 
lien on the premises described in said mortgage an: 
subject thereto. 
Dated: —————_ 








Clerk of the Superior Cour 
Amended July 15, 1960 to be effective Septem: 
7, 1960. 


Note 


Civil Procedure Form 9 is amended to read as f 
FORM 9 
COMPLAINT FOR NEGLIGENCE 
(Caption) 
(Statement of Residence) 

1. On September 1, 1952, in a public street calle 
Broad Street, in the City of Newark, New Jersey, de- 
fendant negligently drove a motor vehicle agains: 
plaintiff who was then crossing said street 

2. As a result plaintiff was thrown down, ! 
arms broken and was otherwise injured, was prey 
from attending his business, suffered great pain, anc 
incurred expenses for medical attention and hospita’- 
ization in the amount of $1,500. 

Wherefore, plaintiff demands judgment agains 
the defendant for damages and costs. (Not applicad: 
to the county district court. See Rule 4:8-1. 

Note: Amended July 15, 1960 to be effective Sept 

7. 1960. 











Civil Procedure Form 10 is amended to read as ! 


FORM 10 
COMPLAINT FOR SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE 
(Caption with Chancery Division designated 
(Statement of residence.) 
1. On or about November 1, 1952, plaintff az 


defendant entered into an agreement in writing 
copy of which is annexed hereto as Exhibit A 

2. On or about December 1, 1952, plaintiff 
ered to defendant the purchase price in 
with the provisions of said agreement and 
that defendant convey to him the land ds 
said agreement. 

3. Defendant refused 
make the conveyance. 

4. Plaintiff now offers to pay the purcha 

Wherefore, plaintiff demands that (a) 
be required to specifically perform said agr 











tend Ae 


to accept the tender anc 





damages; (c) if specific performance is not grant 
judgment against defendant for damages qd ‘a 
costs. 

Note nended July 15, 1960 to be effective Sept 


7, 1960 








Civil Procedure Form 13 is amended to read 
Form 13 
COMPLAINT IN STOCKHOLDER’S DERIVATIVE 
ACTION 
(Caption) 
(Statement of Residence) 

1. Plaintiff A.B. is and was at all 
after mentioned the owner and holder of — 
shares of the common capital stock of C.D. C 

2. Plaintiff brings this action in the right 0: 54 
corporation as a stockholder thereof in 
himself and all other stockholders similarly s:*u 

3. ‘Allegations showing cause of action 
directors and officers.) 

4. (Allegations showing, with particularity 
efforts of plaintiff to secure action from the m 
directors or trustees and from stockholders : 
sary, and the causes of failure to obtain such 4°" ~ 
reasons for not making such effort.) 

Wherefore plaintiff demands: 
idual defendants account for the assets of th 
tion unlawfully diverted as aforesaid; (b) 122 
the defendants +2 














ment be entered against i 
amount found due to the corporation; ‘c) /UGe~ 


for costs. 





"Attorney for Pla 

(add general verification) - 

Amended July 15, 1960 to be effective S°P* 
7, 1960 


Note 


(Continued on page 11, col. 1 
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Civil Procedure Form 41 is amended to read as follows: 
FORM 41 
ORDER FOR PUBLICATION 
MATRIMONIAL 
(For use in actions for Divorce or Nullity) 
(Caption) 

The plaintiff, having filed complaint 
in the above cause and the court having determined 
that personal service of process upon the defendant 
in accordance with Rule 4:96-2 should not be required; 

It is on this day of ———_—____, 
nineteen hundred and —————, on motion of 
attorney of the plaintiff, ordered, that the said absent 
defendant do answer the plaintiff’s complaint by serv- 
ing upon the attorney for the plaintiff an answer to 
the complaint on or before the —— — day of —__—_, 
next; and file —— answer and proof of service in 
duplicate with the Clerk of the Superior Court, State 
House Annex, Trenton, New Jersey, in accordance with 
the rules of civil practice and procedure, and in default 
thereof such judgment be rendered against —— 
as the Court shall think equitable and just. 

And it is further ordered, that the notice of this 
yrder prescribed by law and the rules of this Court 
hall, within 20 days hereafter, be published in the 
a newspaper printed at , in this 
State, for 4 weeks, successively, at least once in every 
week; and it is further ordered that service upon the 
defendant of the complaint and of this order (or 
notice of this order) as service substituted for personal 
service of process within the State, be made within 30 
days hereafter and in the manner prescribed by the 
rules of Court for such substituted service. 
Respectfully advised, 


S.M. 

















JSC. 
Note: Amended July 15, 1960 to be effective Septembe1 


7, 1960 


Civil Procedure Form 42 is amended to read as follows: 

Form 42 
NOTICE TO ABSENT DEFENDANT OF ORDER 
FOR PUBLICATION 
MATRIMONIAL 
(For use in actions for Divorce or Nullity) 
(no caption) 

Superior Court of New Jersey 
Docket No. 





State of New Jersey: 


Ta: 
iQ. 





. —— - (DEFENDANT): 
(Print Name in Bold Face Type) 

By virtue of an Order of the Superior Court of New 
Jersey, Chancery Division, made on the ————— day 
f 19——,, in a civil action wherein —————_—_ 
s the plaintiff and you are the defendant, you are 
hereby required to answer the complaint of the plain- 
tiff on or before the -———— day of ——__——, 19, 
by serving an answer on ————, Esquire, plaintiff’s 
ttorney, whose address is No. , ——— Street, 
New Jersey, and in default thereof such 
judgment shall be rendered against you as the Court 
shall think equitable and just. You shall file your 
answer and proof of service in duplicate with the 
Clerk of the Superior Court, State House, Annex, 
Trenton, New Jersey, in accordance with the rules of 
civil practice and procedure. 

The object of said action is to obtain a judgment 
{divorce (or to obtain a judgment of nullity of mar- 
riage) between the said plaintiff and you. 

Dated: - , 19-——. 














Attorney of Plaintiff 





Address of Attorney of Plaintiff 
Note: Amended July 15, 1960 to be effective September 
7, 1960. 
Form 42A is adopted as follows: 
FORM 424A 





SUMMONS - DIVORCE 
F (Caption) 
State of New Jersey: 
T , Defendant 


summoned in a Civil Action in 
of New Jersey, instituted by 
and required to 


You are hereby 
the Superior Court 
— , Plaintiff, 
insert plaintiff’s name) 
erve upon , attorney 
insert name and address of plaintiff's attorney) 
the plaintiff either (1) an acknowledgment of 
ice of process, or (2) an appearance, or (3) an 
ver to the complaint, a copy of which is herewith 
ed upon you, within (if service is made 
in the state, insert 20 days; if service is made 
out the state, insert 35 days) days after the service 
the summons upon you, exclusive of the day of 
If you fail to do so judgment by default may 
oe rendered against you for the relief demanded in 
the complaint. You should file your acknowledgment 
Ol service, appearance, or answer and proof of service 
thereof in duplicate with the Clerk of the Superior 
Jurt, State House Annex, Trenton, New Jersey, in 
accordance with the rules of civil practice and pro- 
cecaure. 


Dated: 





77 










Q 


: Clerk of the Superior Court 
Note: Adopted July 15, 1960 to be effective September 
7, 1960 





al Criminal] Court Form 12, Uniform Traffic Ticket, 
‘S deleted effective September 7, 1960. 
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LAW OFFICE MANAGEMENT 





By Thos. R. Hartnett III* 


The subject of law office man- 
agement is as big as all outdoors, 
and it would be impossible for 
any person to be an expert on 
all of the problems involved in 
running a law office. I do not 
claim to be an expert, but I do 
work at running a law Office. 

It certainly is true that if 
lawyers are happy with the 
amount of money they are mak- 
ing, it makes no difference 
whether they have a good system 
or a sloppy system of running 
the office. By the same token, if 
they are unhappy with the 
money they are making, the best 
system in the world would not 
make them happy. Lawyers, be- 
ing human beings, are happy 
when they enjoy a good income, 
and are unhappy when they do 
not. 

Nevertheless, I firmly believe 
that a lawyer can perform a 
better service for his clients and 
can improve his net income if 
the office affairs are managed 
and operated in accordance with 
systems of good business prac- 
tices. The rent is high, and in 
order to compete with industry 
in obtaining good personnel, 
salaries of personnel who work 
for lawyers keep increasing all 
the time. The day when a law- 
yer could study a matter for six 
months before he rendered an 
opinion to his client is gone for- 
ever. Today, the businessman 
demands that his lawyer render 
prompt and efficient service at 
the least cost possible. So law- 
yers today are faced with spiral- 
ing costs without a correspond- 
ing spiraling of compensation; 
therefore, it behooves all lawyers 
to manage and operate their 
practices in such a manner that 
the law office is run on a profit 
basis, in spite of the spiraling 
costs. 

It is further true that no two 
law offices are the same, and, 
therefore, no two law offices can 
be run the same. What I have to 
say mainly involves workable 
principles which seem to prevail 
in most well-run offices. 

One has to recognize, first of 
all, what product a lawyer has 
to sell. The product we have to 
sell is a specialized professional 
service. So the question is: How 
can your office perform the best 
service for your clients and, at 
the same time, how can your of- 
fice realize from your clients 
adequate compensation for your 


services? In the end, it boils 
down to selling time, and for 
your time you have a certain 


cost, so that you must be paid 
on a basis which exceeds your 
cost, and we all have to recognize 
that inflation has caused our 
costs to increase at a prodigious 
rate. 

It is elementary that since 
lawyers and the people who work 
for lawyers must deal with 
people, a law Office is better 
managed and operated if the 
telephone is answered by the 
one who is responsible for an- 
swering the telephone in such a 
manner that it is such a pleasure 
to the caller that he feels like 
hanging up and calling right 
back; that people who call in 
person at the law office should 
be treated with courtesy and re- 
spect; that the office should at 
least be clean and neat; that a 
lawyer be available to see the 
caller; that the client or prospec- 
tive client be talked to quite 
frankly about how much it is 
going to cost him and about his 
legal rights and duties; that his 
legal problem be handled with 
some degree of competency and 
with a great deal of dispatch; 
that the lawyer have available 
competent non-lawyer personnel 
to assist in rendering these serv- 
ices. It goes without saying that 
these specific things are the bare 
minimum of a well managed and 
well operated law Office. 


*Mr. Hartnett pre this article at the 
nest the Tex state Bar Committee 
4 r “ It is reprinted 
Marc! ‘ the Texas Bar 
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11. PERSONNEL 

Every lawyer must hire a per- 
son who is a non-lawyer to keep 
his books, to take his dictation, 
to type, to answer the telephone, 
and to maintain the files. 

Though I am not a bookkeeper, 
and know nothing about keep- 
ing books, I know that it re- 
quires a person who can add and 
subtract, who will currently post 
the necessary entries in accord- 
ance with some system so that 
the lawyer can be furnished 
monthly reports and accurate 
information can be furnished in 
a very short time. It further re- 
quires someone who can _ be 
trusted, who can qualify for a 
bond, who can make a payroll, 
make the proper deposits for 
withholding taxes, pay the pro- 
per amount for withholding 
taxes, see that the accounts pay- 
able are paid currently and on 
time, prepare a detailed monthly 
financial report, and perform the 
jillion little details which a book- 
keeper has to perform. All it re- 
quires is a competent bookkeeper, 
or in the case of a large firm, 
one or more competent book- 
keepers. 

Certainly one of the best in- 
vestments a lawyer can make Is 
for a modern recording machine, 
such as Dictaphone, Audograph, 
and the like. The machine is al- 
ways available to the lawyer to 
dictate some thought, without 
taking the time of the secretary 
to come in his office every ten 
or fifteen minutes for a short 
memo. A dictating machine is 
very convenient at night and on 
week-ends, when the secretary is 
not working. In addition, it saves 
money in that a secretary can do 
three times as much in one day 
when the lawyer or lawyers she 
works for exclusively use dictat- 
ing machines, than a secretary 
of corresponding speed and com- 
petence can do where the law- 
yer or lawyers for whom she 
works never use one. 


II. FACILITIES 

A. FILES. A lawyer is not a 
lawyer without a file. Every law 
office must have a file system. It 
doesn’t make any difference 
what system or filing is used, 
provided the system works, and 
anyone in the office can easily 
find the proper file, and anyone 
in the office without too much 
difficulty can file the file copy in 
the right file. It has been my ex- 
perience that hiring a special 
file clerk with no legal secretar- 
ial experience is most unsatis- 
factory. In my opinion, the only 
person who Knows how to file 
in the right file is the secretary 
who did the work. It is important 
though to require that all filing 
material be filed every day be- 
cause there is nothing so embar- 
rassing to a lawyer than for a 
client to call to get some infor- 
mation out of the file, and he 
either cannot find it, or it isn’t 
there. We require all of our sec- 
retaries, in addition to making 
a yellow copy, to make a pink 
copy which the secretary keeps 
at her desk; if the file copy can- 
not be found or if a lawyer has 
a file out of the office, the pink 
copy is available. 

B. Two of the most valuable 
assets of every law office are a 
form file and a brief file, both 
properly indexed. 

C. Someone has to be respons- 
ible for the library and someone 
has to be trained and be respons- 
ible for keeping current the ad- 
vance sheets, pocket parts, peri- 
odicals and the loose-leaf serv- 
ices. The cost today of maintain- 
ing an adequate library is getting 
to be staggering, and certainly 
has to be considered by every 
lawyer in considering whether 
or not he is being adequately 
compensated for his services. The 
space required by a law Office 
library is grpwing by leaps and 
bounds, and I am sure that the 
day is not far away when most 
of the libraries of law offices 
will be microfilmed. 

D. It is very convenient and 
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‘not very expensive to have post- 


age meter machines, duplicating 
machines, and photostat ma- 
chines. These facilities right in 
the office make it possible to 
render the services that much 
more promptly and efficiently. 


|However, the clients should un- 


derstand that they are to bear 
the cost of these facilities as out- 
of-pocket expenses. 


it. A SYSTEM FOR NEW 
MATTERS 

When a new matter comes in- 
to the office, the office ought to 
have a workable system which 
starts a chain reaction through- 
out the office. The lawyer who 
takes the new matter should 
prepare, with his secretary, a 
“New Case Report.” which goes 
first to the person who is respon- 
sible for setting up new files, 
where the necessary information 
is incorporated in a workable 
file index. From there it should 
go to the bookkeeper and the al- 
location clerk, where the proper 
bookkeeping records are started. 
From there, it should go to the 
firm tickler system, so that an 
answer will be filed on time and 
proper notice given to the lawyer 
of all settings. From there, it 
should go to the person who is 
responsible for maintaining a 
current court docket. From there, 
it should go to the managing 
partner in the case of large firms 
or to the lawyer responsible for 
the business, who should do the 
following things. (1) Enter it 
into the list of pending matters 
of the firm; (2) assign it to the 
lawyer or lawyers who are going 
to be primarily responsible for 
working on the matter; (3) make 
a weekly report to all of the law- 
yers of all new matters which 
came into the office that week, 
and of all pending matters pend- 
ing in the office at that time, so 
that everyone in the office wi}l 
know what is going on, and (4) 
expedite and push the matter 
to a speedy, successful conclu- 
sion. 

IV. COST PER HOUR 

As stated before, and as you 
all know, the costs to the lawyer 
in securing these necessary 
facilities are goinzZ up, up, up. 
Unfortunately, lawyers’ fees may 
be going up, but not up, up, up 
in a corresponding manner. No 
lawyer wants to work at a loss; 
indeed doesn’t want to work just 
to break even—he must operate 
at a profit. 

Today it is very important to 
determine the cost per hou 
the firm of every lawyer in 
firm. Indeed, the cost pe 
per lawyer is the key toda} 
every well managed law firm. It 
is the entire key to an allocation 
formula which some larger firms 
use to determine percentages. 

On past experience, a lawyer 
can fairly well estimate what his 
overhead for a year will be. It 
is fairly well determined that a 
lawyer will work 1,200 to 2,000 
paying hours a year. Suppose a 
firm of five lawyers has an over- 
head of $40,000.00 a vear, the 
overhead of each lawyer is $8.- 
000.00 per year. (That oa 
true example, because the over- 
head is different for a young 
lawyer fresh out of school, than 
it is for a lawyer who has been 
practicing twenty years.) But, 
assume if you will, that these 
lawyers did work 2,000 hours a 
year (which means they would 
have had to work 40 paying hours 
a week for 50 weeks, which is a 
rare week indeed for a lawyer, 
considering all the time a lawyer 
spends each day on non-paying 
business), his cost per hour, ig- 
noring any salary, would be $4.00 
an hour, and to make a net of 
$12,000.00 a year. he would have 
to get $10.00 an hour for every 
2,000 hours. 

Suppose he only 1 
paying hours a year, which is 
much more likely, his cost per 
hour excluding any salary would 
be $5.33 an hour, and to net $12,- 
000.00 a year he would have to 
charge and be paid for at the 
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rate of almost $14.00 for every 
hour, and if he expected to net 
$20,000.00 a year, he would have 
to get about $20.00 an hour. In 
view of the fact that lawyers are 
bound to work on losing causes 
every year, he will have to get 
that much more an hour to make 
up for it. It can readily be seen 
that it is almost impossible for 
a layer to get rich practicing 
law, unless Lady Luck really is 
with him, and he secures a large 
contingent fee. 

Every client’s billing material 
each month should have a cover 
sheet, showing the total number 
of hours spent by each lawyer, 
multiplied by each lawyer’s cost 
per hour, and a total of the firm’s 
costs which are allocated to that 
client for the month. That in- 
formation is absolutely necessary 
to properly prepare a_ Dill. 
Human nature being what it is, 
now and then you are bound to 
have a client claim that you are 
charging him too much. It really 
impresses such a client when 
you show him how much handl- 
ing his matter cost you, and the 
complete change-about which 
usually results in his attitude 
about paying the bill. 

V. TIME RECORDS. 

In my opinion, the most im- 
portant requirement of a lawyer 
today, from an internal business 
standpoint, is keeping accurate 
time records. Not only does a 
lawyer owe this duty to his client, 
a lawyer owes it to himself to 
keep an accurate record of the 
time he spends and an accurate 
summary of the services which 
he performed, because it is liter- 
ally impossible to guess how 
much time has been spent for a 
client on a matter, or specifically 
what was done for the client 
where the matter takes several 
months to complete, merely by 
reading the file and trusting one’s 
memory. I submit that it is nec- 
essary for a lawyer to maintain 
an accurate record of his time 
spent for clients, and a complete 
summary of the services rend- 
ered, for the following reasons: 

1. More and more clients who 
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have a large amount of law bysi- 
ness, month in and month out, 
are insisting on contracts where 
the fee is strictly on a time basis. 

2. Although time is only one of 
the elements traditionally recog- 
nized by the Bar as a consider- 
ation for the amount of the fee, 
it is much easier when the 
amount of the fee is questioned 
by the client to support a charge 
where the lawyer can produce 
accurate time records and a sum- 
mary of the services performed. 

3. It is the only accurate way 
a lawyer can determine whether 
or not he is being fairly compen- 
sated for the services rendered. 

4. For partnerships, it is the 
most important record of the 
firm in determining a fair al- 
location of profits, and is a good 
determining factor as to whether 
or not a lawyer in the firm is 
carrying his load, 1s being over- 
paid, or is entitled to more 
money. 

5. Time records, with a com- 
plete summary of the services 
rendered, are absolutely neces- 
sary for reference in order to 
form a basis to give a client a 
complete description of the serv- 
ices rendered when the client is 
billed. 

6. For law firms which use a} 
central billing system, such rec- 
ords are indispensable. 

7. Sometimes lawyers are called 
upon, several years after they 
work on a matter, to either 
testify or to recollect for some |} 
reason or another something | 
which occurred and when it oc- 
curred, and time records are the | 
best evidence and the best refer- 
ence a lawyer can have to recol- | 
lect the matter and date with | 
exactness. 

Time records can be very! 
simple, so that very little time of | 
the lawyer is required in main- 
taining them. In our firm, we use 
this very simple form which is 
filled in each day by each lawyer, 
by client and subject matter, 
with a summary of the services 
performed and the time spent: 
Client— Attorney 
Subject Matter —- 
Date 19 

SERVICE RENDERED 
Hours Minutes 

It is very easy for any lawyer to 
develop a habit in Keeping these 
records every day. Not all law- 
yers do it the same—some do it 
on the morning after, some do it 
at the end of the day, and some 
do it as the day goes along. It 
doesn’t make any difference, 
provided they are kept accurate- 
ly. They cannot be kept accur- 
ately if they are filed out once a 
week, because it hard for a 
lawyer to remember on Tuesday 
what he did on Monday. A secre- 
tary should be trained in a sys- 
tem of arranging the time slips 
by clients and subject matter, so 
that they are immediately avail- 
able when it is time to bill the 
client. In the case of a large law 
firm, a specially-trained book- 
keeper is trained to handle this 
work. 

VI. CENTRAL BILLING SYSTEM 
IN PARTNERSHIPS 

I am a strong advocate of the 
principle that every law firm of 
any size at all should have a cen- 
tral billing system. The advant- 
ages of a central billing system 
are: 

1. If one lawyer prepares all of 
the billing of a law firm, it stands 
to reason that if he has any 
sense at all, he is going to get 
pretty good at it. A lawyer who 
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has bilied clients for an aggre- 


, gate of $5,000,000.00 over a period 


of y_ rs, which bills were will- 
ingly paid by the clients, is going 
to know a lot more about how to 
bill a client, and for how much, 
thai. a lawyer who has sent out 
31C€v,v00.00 in bills. 

2. The main advantage in a 
central billing system is that the 
lawyer who 
the billing ought also to be the 
lawyer who is responsible for the 
overhead of the firm, and should 
have at his fingertips an exact 
knowledge of how much the 
place is costing, and how much 
profit the firm needs to make, 
which factors have and should 
have a great bearing upon de- 
termining the amount of the 
bill, and this is true particularly 
in billing for large amounts. In 
a firm of, say, ten lawyers, where 
each one bills his matters sep- 
arately, it is impossible to take 
into consideration the overhead 
of the firm and the needs of the 
firm in determining the amount 
of the bill because “ach man 
does not Know what the others 
are billing. 

3. Another advantage is that 
the lawyer responsible for the 
billing in a central billing system 
becomes well acquainted with 
the business of the firm and the 
needs of the firm, so that he be- 
comes fairly well qualified in 
being able to estimate to a client 
on a new matter what the mat- 
ter will probably cost the client, 
and still be fair to the client and 
the firm. As you Know, most cli- 
ents want to know right off about 
what it is going to cost them. It 
is neither fair to the client nor 
to the lawyer to make a wild 
estimate of what it will be. 
Therefore, unless the estimater 
is experienced and knows the 
needs of the firm, a guess can- 
not come close to being accurate, 


|}and wild guesses usually end up 
or, | 


the client, 
often the case, 


being unfair to 
which more 
being unfair to the lawyer. 

The disadvantage of a central 
billing system is that the lawyer 
whose client is being billed cer- 
tainly ought to have something 
to say about what the bill is, and 
the lawyer wt worked on the 
matter ought to know something 
about what services are 
worth. This disadvantage, in my 
opinion, is a very minor one. In- 
deed, my experience has been 
that oftentimes the lawyer who 
works on the matter is a very 
poor judge of what the services 
ire worth; and the lawyer who 
originated the business often is 
very squeamish and is afraid 
to run a client off by sending 
what he might fear to be too 
large a bill. The disadvantage 
can be completely eliminated 
because the central biller can 
consult with the lawyer who did 
the work if he feels he does not 
have a good idea as to what the 
bill should be. 

Some lawyers have told me 
that another disadvantage of 
the central billing system is that 


is 


Oo 


the lawyer responsible for the, 


billing does not know what the 


contract is, which is not true at, 


all, because if a firm has a cen- 
tral billing system, it follows that 


no contract should be made with | 


clients without the experienced 
biller present during the nego- 
tiations of the contract, or at 
the bare minimum that no con- 
tract can be made without the 
consent of the Managing Part- 
ner. 

By the way, another advant- 
age of a central billing system 
is that if a client calls his par- 
ticular lawyer in the firm to kick 
about a bill, that lawyer has the 
advantage of being able to say, 
“TI had nothing to do with it. I 
will have the Managing Partner 
call you and talk with you about 
it.” 

VII. MONTHLY BILLING 

All lawyers should send 
monthly bills to clients on all 
work, if at all possible. The ad- 
vantages of sending monthly 
bills to clients should be obvious. 
Some of them are: 

1. It is a lot easier to pay the 


is responsible for |} 


rent and the secretaries when 
the money is coming in every 
month. 

| 2. It is desirable for the law- 
jyer to receive a monthly distrib- 
lution of profits, rather than 
| complicated drawing accounts 
and dividing up the profits at 
the end of the year. 

3. When a matter takes many 
| months, and sometimes years, to 
complete, it is financially bur- 
densome on the lawyer to wait 
until the matter is closed to get 
any money. It ought to be a lot 
easier for the client to pay it by 
the month and, most important 
of all, the bill looks a lot smaller 
|to the client when it is billed 
monthly than getting a bill at 
the end for a large amount. 


| 4. As you all know, one of the 
|problems of practicing law, and 
| they tell me one of the problems 
|of practicing medicine, is col- 
| lecting from clients and patients. 
|When clients are billed monthly, 
lit is a lot easier to get them in 
|the habit of paying you each and 
}every month. You can go to the 
|President of a delinquent client 
land point out to him that he 
| gets paid by his company once 
or twice a month, and how ter- 
| rible it would be if his company 
|did not pay him on payday, that 


1 


| his lawyers are in the same boat, 
|}because they have to pay the 
lrent, the telephone bills have to 
be paid, the lawyer’s payroll must 
|be met also, as well as paying 
ithe butcher, baker and candle- 
stick maker, and making the 
monthly payments on his big 
| mortgage. Such an = approach 
|usually gets the desired results. 

In short, monthly billing cre- 
ates a steady, normal cash flow 
| which in these days of high costs 
jis necessary to the lawyer. 

In a law firm which has a cen- 
|tral billing system and a rule of 
monthly billing, it is easy to keep 
the bookkeepers right up to date, 
and the Managing Partner forms 
a habit of getting the bills out on 
time, with the realization that 





his partners are trusting him to | 


see that the job is done, and that 


it is done right on time. 


VIII. DETAILED BILLING 
Since lawyers are generally 
deemed to be a necessary evil by 
their clients, it behooves a law- 
yer to use a psychology on his 
client to make him happy and 
to make him ready and willing to 
pay the lawyer. It is very import- 
ant psychologically that a law- 
yer prepare a statement setting 
forth a good detailed explana- 
tion of what the services were. 
If you sent a client a statement 
“for legal services rendered dur- 
ing the months of July, August 
and September, 1958—$2,500.00,” 
you will invariably make him 
mad. On the other hand, if you 
send him a _ statement which 
would read something like this: 
“For legal services rendered for 
your account during the months 
of July, August and September, 
1958, by John Brown, Bill Smith 
and Tom Jones, in connection 


interest in 15 oil and gas leases 
in Hidalgo County, Texas, in- 
cluding preliminary conferences 
thereon, preparation of draft of 
purchase contract, conferences 


with you and attorney for sellers | 


pertaining to provisions of draft 
of agreement, redrafting pur- 
chase contract in final form, in- 
corporating suggested changes, 


83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 32 


ee 


on recording assignments, ang 
conferences, correspondence, and 
telephone conversations relating 
thereto—$2,500.00,” the client 
naturally is going to think $9. 
500.00 is cheap, and that is ex. 
actly what you want him ;, 
think! e 

It is human nature for most 
lawyers to not want to take t) ; 
time to go into such details, ang 
unfortunately, most lawyers go 
not have the proper records be. 
fore them to go into such detajjs 
IX. FEE CONTRACTS , 

The broad subject of: fees j, 
beyond the scope of law office 
management. However, the 
tion of law office manage 
does involve types of fee 
tracts. 

Every lawyer should deve! 
what for a better term 
“butter and egg” business 7 
that I mean building a practic 
of regular clients who are bij 
monthly to insure sufficient b 
iness each month to pay 
overhead of the lawyer. 

These butter-and-egg 
are entitled to receive their 
vices at a lower rate than a 
in client. 

All regular clients should } 
put on a retainer basis. Hoy 
it is a big mistake for a 
to make a contract with a 
for a flat retainer which 
everything, because it is hy 
nature for clients to tal 
vantage of it, and try to p 
the lawyer to perform 0.00 
worth of services for a $1,000.00 
retainer. It is far better to set a 
small retainer, with the unde; 
standing that the client is tot 
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examination of abstracts cover- | 
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on lands covered by 15 oil and | 


research on 
in examining 


gas leases, legal 
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vork on closing purchase, work 
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4 Opinions Approved For U.S. Lawyers Hope 

1g Publication To Aid Powers' 

nt Defense 

: (Continued from page 1) a 

> Virginia State Bar Designates 
“ sounds of abandonment and Three Attorneys and Family 
ea re to support following sep-| Retains Fourth To Go To Russia 
St 5 sii-- 

he tion of wife and husband, who ieee! : 
id ‘ad refused to set up a home for| If the Soviet government will 
va ~- but had compelled her to live | S'ant them visas, four American 
ong ‘his mother’s home. In 1958| lawyers are going to Russia as 
= ‘band initiated divorce pro-|COunsel to Francis Powers, the 


s on ground of desertion 
were dismissed when wife 
ated desire to return if hus- 
would get her a home, 
he agreed through his at- 
to do. The husband whose 
was $72 a week then 
yoms behind a store with 
1ot water, which would oblige 
to go to her mother’s to 
gave her $15. 





NY) 
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sare 
As 








an a 








the pserve little niceties a sincere 
sba shows his wife, as evi- 
d by his not buying her 


taking her out, or spend- 
lidays with her, particu- 
‘hristmas when after she 
tree and gave him 
refused it and gave 
1ing, which, in view of his 
that he rented the 
s to convince the court 
“sincere” convinces 














the 





nerely rented the rooms 





nee the court he 
A reconciliation 
mplete merger of 
not just 
yf renting rooms, 


was 
must 
inner 





an 





and facts 








mS re show no reconciliation of 
ese parties as contended by the 
ATION sband 
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rERS Law Office 
‘“) Management 
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ed for all services other than 
utine telephone calls and short 
(ice calls. 
In addition, the client should 
% ‘made to definitely understand 
t out-of-pocket expenses he 
: responsible for, and in most 
2 s an advance should be re- 
7 the lawyer from the 
nt for some amount to cover | 
t is bad enough when 
é client takes up your time and 
%3 not pay you for it. It is ter- 
for you to advance money 
ime, and not get reimbursed 
t. ; is one of the main 
sblems of lawyers today, be- 
se there are a lot of people 
try to utilize the services of 
yer in a proposed deal, and 
é deal does not go through, 
> not vant to pay the lawyer 
‘her for his time or for his out- 
pocket expenses. Personally, I 
Mould rather play golf or start 
aming, than waste my 
xing with people like that. 
times out of ten, when these | 
le come to a law office and |} 













































2 not 
“ance retainer and give an} 
“ance toward out-of-pocket 









: SES, they have no intention 


wured and are not worth 











3 ling with at all. 

eam n summarize, a lawyer today 
Nave adequate, competent 
nel and adequate facilities | : 

ways. der to perform prompt and 


service for his client; 
ut know at all times what his 
is costing and how much 
‘costing him per paying hour | 
tvice; must be available to 
4ent, must constantly fight 
<lng costs; like any other 
“ess must maintain a good 
“hly cash flow and to do so 
* Prepare detailed monthly 
and get them out on time. 
% able to do this and still 
law he must develop a 
Workable system and Keep | 
: ng. A lawyer might say that 
4 too much trouble and 


lent 



















in bad shape indeed if 








week | 


a i 
he | 
._on his attorney’s ad- |} 


sa marital home, but merely | 


outward | 


time | 


Willing to pay you an|! 


‘too much time. I say any | recove 


U-2 pilot, at his forthcoming trial | 


| on espionage charges. Three were 
designated by the Virginia State 
| Bar /.. sociation with the approval 
of Powers’ parents, Mr. and Mrs. 
Oliver Powers of Pound, Va., and 
his wife. The fourth is the per- 
sonal lawyer of the pilot’s par- 


ents. Powers is a native of Vir- 
ginia. 


y 
i 


Two of the lawyers are forme 
presidents of the Virginia Stat 


Bar Association, Alex Parker of 
Richmond, and Frank W. Rogers, 


of Roanoke. The third is Prof. 
John N. Hazard of Columbia law 
school, widely regarded as a lead- 
| ing U. S. authority on Soviet law 
and procedures. They have con- 
ferred with Carl McAfee, of Nor- 
| ton, Va., personal attorney of the 
pilot’s parents, who also plans to 
go to Russia. 

Applications for visas were made 
in June through the Russian em- 
bassy in Washington. 
| President-elect Whitney North 
Seymour of the American Bar 
Association expressed approval of 
the action taken by the Virginia 
| Association. 

“It is an essential part of the 
protection of defendants in any 
civilized system of law that they 
have notice of the charges and 
an opportunity to present a de- 
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ESTATE OF 
deceased. 


| Pursuant 


unde 
notice 
said 
| under oath 
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is 


demands against 
six m nths 


within 
will be 
recovering 1 
J IDELITY 
ncis P. M 


ademy 


foz 
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Newark 2, 
L.J July 
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to 
WIENER, Surrogate 


he re by 
deceased 
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Dated: 
EN PHILIPPOT, 


the 


porn 
to 


the 


barred 





IN 
Att 
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order 


to 


or affirmation, 


from proseeuting or | ‘ 
against the subscriber. | ° 


TRUST COMPANY | 


July 


said 


of DAVID H. 
of the County of Essex, 
| this day made on the application of the under- 


the creditors of | 
exhibit to the subscriber, 
their claims and 
estate of said deceased | 
from this date, 
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CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all te whom these presents mau come. 

Greeting: 

WHERBAS. It appears to my satisfuctior 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed 
tinge for the voluntary dissolution there: 
oy the unanimous consent of ali the stock- 
| walders. deposited in my office ae 

HARGAY COMPAN 
a cornea of this State, “iol 

ott tuated at No. 340 
Borough of Ramsey, ( sauty 
State of New Jersey (Morri 
arf being the agent therein and in chia 
| thereof, upon whom process may be served 
| bas complied with the requirements of Titi: 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
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or they pri - - 


is 


in ‘the 
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ESTATE OF 
Pursuant 
WIENER, 
this 
undersigned, 
notice is 
said 


under oath 


will be 
recovering th 


to 
Surr 
day made 


hereby 
deceased 
or 
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within six months 
forever 
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the 
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0 
Executors 
given 
to 


affirmatio 


from 
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same against 


order 
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Em 


of 


said 


the creditors of 
the subscribers. 
their claims and 
the estate of said deceased 
this date, or they | 
from prosecuting or | 
the subscribers. 


tNOLD 


1: July 
WALT 
DAVID 
of the County of Basex, | 
the application of the) 
of jeceased. 

to 
exbibit to 


ing of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 

NuUW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
— that the said corperation did, on the 
Twent oud day July, 1960, my 
yttice 
in writing to 
oration, 


20, 1960 
ER, 
H. se of tile 
the dissolution 
executed by all the 
thereof. which said comsent and 
of the proceedings aforesaid are 
n my said office as provided by law. 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-second day ff Jn 
A.D., one thousand uine bhunu 
and ‘sixty 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
ily Aug. 4, 11 


of said cor- 
stockholders 
the record 
now on file 


| (Seal) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
: CERTIFICATE OF DLSSOLUTION 
is" | To all to whom these presenta may come. 
W IEN- | Greeting: 
this} Wik AS, 


1960 | 


| It appears te my satisfaction, 
under- | ny duty auiucnticated record of the proceed- 
vos’) | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
| holders, deposited in my office that 
MORRISTOWN GARDENS, INC 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
ittice ituated at No. 17 Academy Street, 
the City of Newark, County Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Lawrence L. Lasserz 
being the agent therein and in 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
bas complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
| of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
, of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


or they 


of 








JAMES CH 


Ww JAX 


MACGRATH 
MOGRATH, 
CHRISTI 
DAUNNI 


fense with the advice and assist- | 


ance of completely 
counsel,’ Mr. Seymour com- 
nented. “This particularly im- 
portant where novel and grave 
legal questions are raised con- 
-erning the jurisdiction of a state, 
|under international law, to try 
for espionage a person taking 
photographs from an unarmed 
;plane flying at extremely high 
oo Their colleagues in other 


independent 


1s 


states will be pleased that the 
| Virginia State Bar Association 
| has taken this appropriate step 


to assist Powers. It is an example 
of professional responsibility of a 
high order.” 


Announcement 


Edward J. Wilusz is now engaged 

the general practice of law 
offices at 1139 East Jersey 
Elizabeth. 
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Street, 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
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CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
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It appears to my satisfaction, 
-nticated record of the proceed- 
for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
iiders, deposited in my office that 
> MACHINE & TOOL COMPANY, INC 
rat of this State, whose principal 
gs ee se M b n Ave ‘ 

















the Secretary of 


I, 

State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 

| Certify that the said — aid, on the 
10° o > 


ssuing of this Cert at 
NOW, THEREFORE, 











a dul y "executed “and attested consent 
iting to the disso! lution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
. Which said consent and the record 
: proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed = official —. _at Trenton, 











(Seal) A D., one thousand nine ; hundred and 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
y 28, Aug. 4, 11 $21.60 
Dat 16) 

STATE © SARAH ANN 

deceased. 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID Jd. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Easex, 
this day made on the Beene of the 

ree -xecutor said eased 
given to the creditors of 


exhibit to the subscriber, 
‘ said deceased 
m nths from this date, or they 
rever barred from prosecuting or 
he same against the subscriber. 
How ARD SAVING S INSTITUTION 








z i M. McConnell, Attorney 
n't take a little time to re- ie : i < Street 
t himself. Pada th aes 18, 25 





their claims and | ‘ 


JAMES CHR 
CHRISTI 
CHRISTI 
CHRISTI 


























THE MAT 


CATION OF I 
. ABAC 





TAL 
k name 
TAL ABA 
LEONIDA 





I 


MACG 


TpA 














and 





MOGRATH, ) 


MACG it 
GRATH 
PGOAR 








V 


Janet Apgar 











i Christie this 


CONKLIN 





NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Iwenty-tirst day of July, 1960, file 1 my 
| otfice a duly executed and attested consent 
' in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at 7; ee 
' this Twenty-tirst day f 
) (Seal) A.D., 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of a se 
ily 28, Aug. 4, 


\TH ) 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
; DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
. CERTIFICATE OF DISSULU'TION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting. 





by 
ings 
by 


duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
the unanimous consent of ail the stock 
holders, deposited in my office that 
AMERICAN SOUND CORPORATION 
1 |a corporation of this State, whose Principal 
off 3 at No. 227 M tree 
of selleville Cy rt a 
New Jersey 
| being the agent therein and in ck 
|}upon whom process may be served), has 
| complied with the requirement- of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary tw 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said ene did, on the 
Twen day July, 960, fi 
my office a duly executed and uitented consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
| poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by lew. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
| have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official one at Trenton, 
t Twenty-tirst ay Ju 
one thousand ine hundred and 


ice is situates 


Town 


vl 


ty-first ol 


(Seal) A.D., 
sixty. 
EULWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

ily 2 Aug. 4, 11 





in 
5 STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
i CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
file this | To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereo! 
by the unanimous consent of all the etock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 
| ETTA’S FASHION SALON, IN¢ 





YS5 
) 


J ( 
$14.94 | 


No. 
ity of Orange, County 

New Jersey (Philiy 
being the agent therein and in charre ane. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
| complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
| Corporations. General. of Kevised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
| of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the Btate of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify cnet the said ee did. on = 
Twent ‘ond day of July, 1960 1 y 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
|} in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
Doration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are new on file 
in my said office as provided by law 


ollice Stre 


tl 


Main 
of 


tuated 
f 


at 


( 


1“ 





ate of 


tile 





t that he IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
s of the have hereto set my hand and af- 
and fixed my official eeal. at em en 
g satis- | this Twenty-second J 
I (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bu ndr 
and sixty. 
960 EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
re WV Secretary of State. 
vised to | &-3 J 28, Aug. 4, 11 $21.60 
TALA _ — 
day 
; lave dated: J 21 19050 
Pers ESTATE OF ARTHUR LOVE, deceased 
le Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
Surrogate of the County of Essex, 


WIENER, 
is day made on the cautieation of o under- 
ned, administratrix of said de 
: hereby given to the creditors 
, | deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. under 
oath or affirmation, gheir claims and demands 
against the estate of said deceased within 
six months from this date, or they will be 
forever barred from prosecuting or recovering 
the same against the subscriber. 
LENNIE LOVE 
Abram J. Precker, Attorney 
| 24 Branford P 
Newark, N 
| L.J.—Jul 






ace 


| ! s. and 


Stat- 
issu- 


‘a duly executed and attested consent 


charge | 


one thousand nine ed 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 


ju 


urge thereof, | 


the issuing 





| by 


| State 


of said | 


i GUISEPT'! 














a CORDOER SION of this State, whose principal | ti 


It is on tl 
ADJUDGED 


| UNLON COUNTY COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
DOCKET NO. 
Civil Action 
JUDGMENT 
ter of the application 
VENTIMIGLIA, 
div idually, and natural 
JOSEVEL ANTHONY 
iA, CHARLES VENTIMIG- 
PARBARA VEENTIMIGLIA, 
MARGH RITA 





} In 


the mat of 

in- 
guardian 

VENTI- 


I 
i NTIMIGLIA, his wi.e 
eo! of JOSAH 
ANTHONY 
VENTI 

MARG AG 





ARBATA 
ft VENTI, 


= 


rt 
and 

espectively 
G UISEPPE VENTIMIGLIO individually 
JOSEPIL AN 
CHARLES VENTI 
min- 
a ee ee 


as natur lardia 


a 
THONY VENTIMIG LILA 
SARBARA 
_ 


MIGLIA, 
and 


VENTIMIGLIA, 
\ 


LRGHER | 





made applic 
veritied ¢ 
another an 
Anthony 











Cruise 


that 


nthony 






published 
», ana wit 
1 record 





in tw 
atlidavit 





ind 





pur 


ERVIN 


FULOP 
J. ¢ Cc. 








SHERIFF'S 

SUPERIOR (CHAN) 

SUPERIOR COURT OF 

CHANCERY DIVISION, 

DOCKET NO 

BETWEEN Clintor 
n i 


SALE 

D-153 

NEW 
EX 


ESS 





EXECUTION 
Sige te 








EXECCTION, to me directed, 
r Sal l Vendue, 
the COUR T ‘HOL SE 


day, the 25rd day 


























" NEILL G. DUF! 
IICHAEL HOWARD, 


ig li, 18 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
alt to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WUEKEAS, 


lo 


It appears tv my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings fur the voluntary dissolution thereof 
the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
deposited in my office that 

Z HOLDI co 
corporation this State 
ice is sit ~l at N 790 

Ne 


nolders, 
K \tr 


Whose 


Broa 





4 ot prine 
fl t j 


he City ol Wark 
New Jerse) 


joing the agent therein and in charge there- 








if, upon whom process may be served}, has 
tuplied with the requirements of Title 14. 
orporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 
“NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
| state of the State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
ertify that the said coryurnties di a. on the 
Tw t tJ sm my 
iete a dusvy execute and attest ed conseat 
B writing to the disse:utivu ‘ said cor- 
wratiok. eXecuted Dy ai the ncchiniiie 
hereof. whico said consent and the record 
% the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
nm) saia ‘fice as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHE I 
ive eret t y han af- 
ve} ms ff 4 at n 
this Twenty-tirst day of July, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand aine hundred and 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. vATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
L..J —Ju 28, Ang. 4. 11 $21.60 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my- satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary pee Bond thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


ALBERT BACK INC. 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 
> is situated at No. 25 Elizabeth Avenue, 


Oity of Newark, County of Essex 
of New Jersey (Benjamin Gordon 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
this Certificate of Dissolution. 


THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jeravy. Io Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twentieth day of July, 1960, file in my 


duly executed and attested consent 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by 


law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 


this Twentieth day of July, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and six 


ty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 


egy & of 77 
‘ A 1 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSFY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all te whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


the voluntary dissolution thereof 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


HAROLD Db. AMERMAN, INC 





this State, whose principal 
at No. 89 Washington Ave- 
of Morristown, County of 
State of New Jersey (Julyann 1D 


t 


agent therein and = in 


whom process may be 








THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certity that the said corporation did, on the 

f nth ) 
a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of eaid cor- 


day of July, 1960, file in 


executed by all the stockholders 
which sald consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 


IN TESTIMONY WHERDOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my Renee seal, aoa 9 
s ith lay oO Vv 
A.D., one ‘thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 

BDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 


ily 28, Aug. 4, 1 $21.60 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 


TE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


to whom thesv presents may come, 


Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
ly authenticated record of the proceed- 
the voluntary dissolution thereof | 
nthe unani {mous consent of all the stock 

1 


de Tos) 





my office that 
LARKE CORP 















this State, whe wipal 
s it N 370 North ‘ in 
R W 
ager in charge thereof 
may be served). has |? 
w rements of Title 14 | 
ions 1 of Revised Statutes | 
Psa orsey. preliminary to the issuing | 


yf Dissolution. 


— | 
“THE REFORE. I. the Secretary of | 


tate of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


he extd corm ratt n aid. on the 
executed and attested consent 
the diss ion of eald cor 





nes aforesaid are now on file 
aid office yrovided bv law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 

er set my hand and af- 

tal seal at Trenton 

tl vf July 


33and “nine “hundred 








EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 


ac Ang a 821.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF &TATD 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


to whom these presents may come 


Reeeting: 

WHFRFAS. It spnears to my satisfactton. 
by dniv anthenticated record of the p | 
the voluntsrv dissolution thereof | 
the nnanimous consent of all the stock- 
. deposited in mv office that 


F ASHI IN, INC. 





f Now Jersey Singer 


State 
being the acent therein and = charge thereof. 


hom process may be served). has 


complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Cormerations, General. of Revised Statutes | 5 
New Jersey. preliminary to the fesuing | }.-; 


Certificate of Dissolntion. 


State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby fy 
pac that the said corporation did. on the 


jay of IJnly, 1960, file in m3 


duly ‘executed and attested consent 





in “writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


erected br all the stockholders 
which said consent and the recon 


of the nroceadines aforesaid are now on file 
asid office ae provided by law 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREFOF. | 
have bereto set my hand end af- 
fired = ofictal — at P agg 
3 of ¥ 
A.D.. one thou “ie pre bantires and 
sixty. 
FOWARD J PATTEN. 
Recretary of State 
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STATE OF NEW puakr 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
“ll to whom these presents may come, 


0: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my 
by duly authenticated record of the p - 
‘ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unantmous consent of all the stock 
bolders, deposited in 


a corporation of this State, whose princi 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
whom process may 
omplied with the requirements of Ti''+ 


preliminary to the 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW THEREFORE, 
State of the State of New Jersey. 
How that the said oe ald. 


dul y executed ‘and ‘attested 
'n oting to the dissolution of 


consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
'n my sald office as provided br 'ew. 

TESTIMONY WHE/:EOF, 
have hereto set my hand and 





MANUFACTURING 












































sted by all the stuckhetaers | 
said consent and the record | 




















L.J.—July 7, 14, 21, 28 $42.84 
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LEGAL NOTICES 









~tATEe OF NEW JERSEY 
*} PARTMENT OF STATE 
KTIFICATE (F DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presente may come, 


Greeting: 

W'IEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
hy authenticated record of the proceed- 
ngs r the voluntary issolution thereof 


nanimons const of all the stock- 
ivi=, denosited in mv office that 

THE SHEFFIELD CORP. 
tion of this State, whose principal 
s Situated at No 1018 Stuyvesant Ave- 
i the Township of Union, County of Un- 

n, State of New Jersey (Stanley Gruen 
ing the agent therein and in charge thereof 
ipon whom process may be served), has 
‘omplied with fhe requirements of Title 14. 
‘orporations veneral, of Revised Statutes 
f New ell preliminary to the issuing 
of thia Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twelfth day of July 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
{in writing to the disso'ution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the reco 
of the vroceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as nrovided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
— mv official seal, at Trenton 
s Twelfth day of July 
‘Seal) A D.. one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EPWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretaru of State. 
1.3 Jnly 21, 28 Ang. 4 $21.60 








STATE OF ‘EW JERSBY 
DEPARTWVENT OF STATR 
“YRTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It arpears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticsted record of the proceed- 
ings for the volnntary dissolution thereef 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders denostted tn my office that 

BETTY BRIGHT PRODUCTS CORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 744 Broad Street, 
in the City of N wark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (David N. Ravin 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), 
complied with the ~ «"'rements of Title 14. 
Corporations, Gene f Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of thia Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did, on the 
Thirtieth day of June, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed hv all the stockholders 
thereof, which said ynsent and the record 
of the proceedings af resaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Thirtieth day of June, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—July 14. 21. 28 $21.60 





CHANCERY 


sey corporation, 





550 fee 
running along said Street S« 
thence Westerly at rigi 
Street 100 feet; thence Northerly parailel 
with Hunterdon Street 25 feet and thence 
Easterly 100 feet to Hunterdon Street and 
point and place of Beginning. 
Seing lot 169 Map Thos. V. Johnson 
property. 
Being also known and designated as 121 
Hunterdon Street, Newark, New Jersey. 
The approximate amount of the Judgment 
to be satisfied by said sale is the sum «of Four 
Thousand, Four Hundred and vighty-one 
Dollars and Thirty-nine Cents ($4,481.39), 
together with the costs of this sale. 


SHERIFF’S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-146 


SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
DIVISION, ESSEX OOUNTY 


DOCKET NO. F-2172-59 


Between Unique Holding Co., a New Jer- 
Plaintiff, and Thomas Ball, 
et al., Defendants. Execution. For Sale of 
Mortgaged Premises. 
By virtue of the above stated writ of 
Execution, to me directed, I shall expose 
for Sale by Public Vendue, in Room B-16, 
at the COURT HOUSE, in Newark, 
Tuesday, the 9th day of August, next, 
1:30 P.M. (Prevailing Time), all that cer- 
tain tract or parcel of land and premises 
hereinafter particularly described, situate, 
lying and being in the City of Newark, 
cssex County, New Jersey: 
BEGINNING on the Westerly side of 
Hunterdon Street at a n 

*t Southerly from Bank Street; thence 
vutherly 25 feet 

“3 to Hunterdon 









Newark, N. J., July 5, 1960 


G. DUFFY, Sheriff. 


NEIL 
BENJAMIN GITTL EMAN, Attor 





L.J.—July 14, 21, 28, Aug. 4 $30.87 


on 





TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 
TAKE NOTICE that I, JOAN Bose 
GRANT, will apply to the Essex ¢,,.., 
Court at the Court House, Newer; New 
Jersey, on the eighth day of August. 1960 
at 10:00 A.M. im the forenoon, or as on 
a 













thereafter as counsel may be hea 
judgment to assume the name of JOAN 


D‘ALESSIO. 
JOAN ROSE GRANT 
Bracken and Walsh, 
Attorneys. 
L.J.—July 14, 21, 28, Aug. 4 $10.9 
















distant 





served), 


Twenty-nint 
office a duly ex 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It apresrs to my satisfaction 
by dnly authenticated record of the p 


thin nes for the voluntary dissolution hereof 


by the onanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited {n my office that 
PEGGY KNIFFIN CO. 





4 f this State, whose principal 
offic f at 810 Broad Street 
in Newark, County of Essex 
State rsey (Robert F. Darby 





| being the agent thero'n ond in charge thereof 


tpon whom process mar be served), bas 
complied with the - onirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, Gene-s! of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of M'seolution. 

NOW THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
First day of July, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
tn my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenten. 
this First day of July, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 


sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—July 14, 21, 28 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


TO: LINA DOERR, ERNA DOERR 
RAU, MAX DOERR, his heirs, devisees, 
and personal representatives, and his, 
their, or any of their successors, in 
right, title and interest, MAX HAHN, 
GERHART HAHN, CLAUS HAHN. 
KARL HAHN, ADOLF HAHN, EDGAR 
HAHN, ELLIE HAHN BECHT, WIL- 
HELM HAHN, EMIL HAHN, and WIL- 
LIE WINTERMAYER, all of the De- 
fendants. 

You are hereby summoned and required to 
serve upon RICHARD OTTO, Plaintiffs’ At- 
torney, whose address is 1351 Springfield Ave- 
nue, Irvington, New Jersey, an answer to the 
complaint filed in the civil action, in which 
Herman Hahn, Individually and as Executor 
of the Estate of Otto Hahn, Deceased, and 
GEORGE L. HAHN and LOUISE P. WIND- 
ISCH, are plaintiffs, and LINA DOERR, 
ERNA DOERR RAU, MAX DOERR, his 
heirs, devisees, and personal representatives, 
and his, their, or any of their successors, in 
right, title and interest. MAX HAHN, GER- 
HART HAHN, CLAUS HAHN, KARL 
HAHN, ADOLF HAHN, EDGAR HAHN, 
ELLIE HAHN BECHT, WILHELM HAHN, 
EMIL HAHN, and WILLIE WINTERMAY- 
ER, are the defendants, pending in the Su- 
perior Court of New Jersey, within (35) 
days after July 28th, 1960, exclusive of such 
date. If you fail to do so, judgment by de- 
fault may be rendered against you for the 
relief demanded in the complaint. You sha!’ 
file your answer and proof of service in du 
plicate with the Clerk of the Superior Court. 
State House Annex, Trenton, New Jersey, in 
accordance with the rules of civil practice 
and procedure. 

The action has been instituted to obtain a 
construction of the Last Will and Testament 





| and Codicil of Otto Hahn, Deceased, and the 


declaration of the rights of the plaintiffs 


and defendants thereunder. The properties | 


specifically mentioned in said Will and Cod- 
icil are as follows: Acreage on Vauxhall 
Road, Union, New Jersey, #13 and 15 Or- 
leans Street, Newark New Jersey, and +12 
14, 16, 18, 20, and 22 Orleans Street, New 
ark, New Jersey. You are made defendants 
becanse you are named as beneficiaries in 
said Wil! and Codicil 


| Dated: July 7th, 1960 


I. GRANT SCOTT 
Clerk of the Superior Court 





STATE OF NEW JERSBY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may come, 


Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the p 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereet 
by the unanimous consent 
bolders, deposited in my office th. 


at 
SEVENTY-NINTH HOLDING CORP. 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 1009 - 79th Street, 
in the Township of North Bergen, County of 
Hudson, State of New Jersey (Winifred 
Spallone being the agent therein and 
charge thereof, upon whom process may 
has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify tbat the said corporation did, on the 
y of June, 1960, file in my 
ecuted and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 








IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-ninth day of June, 
(Setl) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 


and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


L.J.—July 14, 21, 28 $21.60 


of all the stock- 


preliminary to the 





Synops s of the Annual! Statement of The Balboa 
Insurance Company, Los Angeles, in the State o 
California, on the 31st day of December, 195% 
made to the Insurance Commissioner of the State 
of New Jersey, pursuant to law. Assets: Bonds 
$1,962,216.23; Stocks, $79,070.00; Rea estate 
$162 445 Cash and bank deposits, $3,844,023. 
24; Agents’ balances, $611,050.93: Funds held bs 
or deposited with ceding reinsurers, $17,000.00 
Bi ls receivable taken (or premiums, $119,539.42 
Reinsurance recoverable on loss payments, $21, 
389.29; Total interest, dividends and rent due and 
accrued, $19,735.07; Total admitted assets, $6,836, 
469.91; Liabilities, Losses and loss adjustment ex 
penses, $434,072.49; Contingent commissions and 
ether similar charges, $66,925.00; Unearned pre 
miums, $3,649,028.43; Excess of liability and com 
pensation statutory and voluntary reserves ove 
vase basis and loss expense reserves, $1,333.14: Al 
other liabilities, $256,077.99; Tota: liabilities, $4. 
407,437.05; Capital paid up $1,000,000.00; Un 
assigned funds (surplus), $1,429,032.86 $2,429, 
86; Total, $6,836,469.91. C. W. Ferguson, 
dent; E. L. Johnson, Secretary. 


















Synopsis of the Annua! seg of The Pacific 
Mutual Life insurance Company, Los Angeles, in 
the State of California, on the Bist day of Decem- 
ber, 1959, made to the Insurance Commissioner ol 
the State of New Jersey pursuant to ‘aw. Assets: 
Bonds and stocks, $219,338,282.48; M 
loans, $287.614,333.08; Rea! estate $39,959,623.78: 
Policy ioans, $28,684,898.30; Cash and bank de 
posits, $6,918 425.30; Life premiums, etc.. de. erred 
and uncollected, $7,350,647.63; Accident and 
heaith premiums due and unpaid, $2,090,909.22: 
Inte-est and other investment income due and ac- 
crued, $4,068,173.60: Other assets, $575,022.40: 
Total, 600,315.79; Liabilities, Reserve for ife 
64 icies, $433, 370, 00; Reserve for accident and 
ealt th | pol.cies, $27,276 555.00; Supplementary con- 
pe without life contingencies, $20,374,136.00: 
Policy and contract claims, $6,580,526.38; Poliey- 
holders’ dividend accumulations, $21,709,737.70: 
Provision for policyholders’ dividends, $4.969,885 
v3, Liability for premium deposit funds, $3,723,- 
719.35; Special reserves, $4.561,462.80: Other lis 
bilities, $40.5: 23,818.15; Tota! liabilities, $563,090,- 
77.31; poe surplus funds, $17,808,689.49: 
Unassigned surplus, $15,701,548.99; $33,510,238.- 
48; Total, $596,500,315.79 T S$. Burnett, Pres 
dent; Neil B. Ross, Secretary 
























CERTIFICATE OF DECREASE 
OF CAPITAL 








of 
J. WISS & SONS re 
The location of the principal office 
this State is at No. 33 uittieten Avenue 
the City of Newark, County of “Essex \, 
Jersey. “ 
The name of the agent therei: 
charge thereof upon whom process ayai- 











this corporation may be served ig Frisjop 
D. Wiss. 






In accordance with the provisions » 
Title 14 of the Revised Statute t 
R. Wiss, President, and Kenneth 
Secretary, of J. Wiss & Sons Co 
tion of the State of New Jersey, ¢ pastel 
certify that the said corporat 
ed its’ capital by reti 
its preferred stock owned by 
Witness our hands the 20t 
1960 

















s/ RICHARD R. WISS, Pres 






s/ KENNETH B. WISS, & 






STATE OF NEW JERSEY ) 





Ss 





COUNTY OF ESSEX ) 
RICHARD R. WISS, President, az 

NETH B. WISS, Secretary of J. Wix 

Co., being severally duly sworr a 

respective oaths depose and ssy that +, 

foregoing certificate by them six i 
RICHARD R. WISS, Presides: 
KENNETH B. WISS, Secretary 

Subscribed and sworn ) ; 

to before me, this 29) 

day of June, 1960. ) 

(Seal) 

WILLIAM ROSSWAY 

Notary Public of N. J. 

My Commission expires May 23, 12 

L.J.—July 14, 21, 28 $32.74 































Dated 
ESTATE OF SIMON HAMPTON 
Pursuant to the order of 
WIENER, Surrogate of the C 
this day made on the app! 
undersigned, Executor of sa 
notice is hereby given to the or 
said deceased to exhibit to 
under oath or affirmation, their 
demands against the estate of 
within six months from this 
will be forever barred from pro« 
recovering the same against the subseribe 
HARRY J. CUTTLER, Attorney 
ISAAC HAMPT* 
1139 E. Jersey St. 
Elizabeth, N. J. 
L.J.—July 14, 21, 28, Aug. 4 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may 








































Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satis 
by duly authenticated record of the a 


ings for the voluntary dissolut! 
by the unanimous consent of a 
holders, deposited in my office 
ELGREEN COR! 
a corporation of this State, w) se princips 
office is situated at No. 27 A y Street 
in the ity of Newark, Co f Ess 
State of New Jersey (L 
being the agent therein and in cha 
upon whom process may be 
complied with the requirements 
Corporations, General, of Rer 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issia 
of this Certificate of Dissolut 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary # 
State of the State of New Jers y, Do Herety 
Pineda that the said corporat iid, on 
Seventh day of July, 19 
office a duiv executed and at 
in writing to the dissolution 
poration. executed by all the 
thereof. which said consent & 
of .he proceedings aforesaid ar: 
{in my sala fice as provided t 
IN TESTIMONY 
have bereto set my 
fixed my official sea 
this Seventh day 
(Seal) - thousand 
six 
EDWARD }. PATTE: 
Secretary ef State 
L.J.—July 14, 21, 28 























State of New Jersey—Dept. o. Banking and Insur- 
ance. Trenton, June 13, 1960. Whereas, The Ameri- 
can Hardware Mutual Insurance Company. oeated 
at Minneapolis, n the State of M nnesota. has filed 
n this Department 8 sworn tatement by the 
oroper officers thereof. -howing its condition on 
December 31, 1959, and business for the vear and 
has complied in all respeets wth the laws o. this 
State applicable to it; now, therefore, |, Char.es R. 
Howell, Commussioner of Banki ing and Insurance 
of the State of New Jersey, do hereby certify that 
ssid Company is duly authorised to transact ite 
appropriate business of fire and allied lines mar.ne, 
oroperty damage. pubiic liability, boiler and ma- 
“h nery, glass, sprinkler leakage and burglary insur- 
snee i n this State in accordance with ‘aw until May 
. 1961 The condition and business of said Com 
nany at the date of such statement, ts shown as 
‘ollows: Admitted assets. $29,118,780.14; Liabili- 
"es, except Capital and surplus, $24.738,048.04; 
Paid-up capital, $500,000.00; Surplus over al! lia 
dilities, 23,880,732.10: Ineome for the year, $24,- 
ne yo : Disbursements for the year ry. 846.- 
(N WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set 
my name and affixed my seal, at Trenton, the da: 
ind year first above written. aun B Howel, 
“ommuissioner of Banking and Insuranee 











| thence ‘eam iy parallel 





NOTICE OF APPLICAT 
NAME CHANG 
TAKE NOTICE that t 
apply to the Superior Court 
Law Division, Hudson ( 
House, Newark, New Jers 
August 15, 1960 at 10 0 
noon, for a Judgment t 
ROBERT MEUTEN to assur 
ANTON ROBERT PIERCE 
JOHN J. WYGANT, ESQ 
26 Journal Square 
Jersey City, New Jersey 
L.J. —July 21, 28, Aug. 4 7 
SHERIFF'S SA! 
SUPERIOR (CHAN 
SUPERIOR COURT OF 
eaenien: DIVISION, Fs>_ 
OCKET NO. } 1 
OER. Carteret Savings , 
ciation, a corporation of the St 
Jersey, Plaintiff, and [eon ' 




















et als., Defendants. Exe 
of Mortzaged Pren 2 
By virtue of tle ove 





Execution, to me 

for Sale br Pu 

at the COU RT HOU 
Tuesday. the 2nd lay 
1:30 P.M ling 
parcel o 






















lith S-+ ‘reet 
Ssvuthwest 

said point being also < 
the certer line of th 
dwelling on premises 
dwelling adjoining on 
west along center li 
same _— 100 fe 
parallel with South 11 


























100 feet to Scuth 11th 
northerly along same 29 
ning. 

3eing premises comm 
designated as 113 South 
ark, New Jersey. 

The approximate amount 
to be satisfied by said sa! 
Eight Thousand, One Ha 
Dollars and Sixty-three ‘ 
together with the costs of 

Newark, N.J., June 27, 

NEIL G. 
Stern and 
L.J.—July 7, 14, 21, 25 
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<< 


of the Annual Statement of The Oco- 
¢ Insurance Company of California, Los 
the State of California, on the 31st day 
ber, 1959, made to the Insurance —_ 
ike State of pre Jorsey meet 


zag ode 8 Att 08, Reai estate, $17. - 
"96; Poly loans, $35,931,496.15; Cash and 
ita, $10,816,225.34; Life premiums, ete., 

ad uncollected, $25, 894,303. 80; Acci dent 
b ‘Mrramvums due and unpaid, 
€ 4 other investment income due aad 
9,125.61; Other assets, $3,164,119.81 
90 725,803.26; Liabilities. Reserve for life 

9s, $502,939,905.00: Reserve for acciden 
2,090, v0 49; eg OTE — 











div: ndend pesca asa "$4 a3 304. 82; 
olicy holders dividends, $3, 135 947, 





esent value Gesounted premiums, $2.- 
3; Specia reserves, $12,: 909,434 35: Ot ther 


Spesial surphus funds, $17. 105,284.41 
$25,000,000.00, Unassigned sur- 

10.78; $05,943,594.19 Tota! $750,- 

jorace W. Brower, President; C. 

































































NATHAN AUGUST, JR 


Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
e, on the application 






reby given to the creditors of 
exhibit to the subscriber, 


the estate of said deceased | ‘ 
| thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





barred from prosecuting or 
same 5 AUGUST the subscriber. 











rogate of the County of Essex, | 








the estate of said deceased 





“barred from prosecuting or 
me against the subscribers. 
INE GAMBARONI 








rogate of the County of Esser, 
the En. of 












against “the ‘estate ‘of 







ecovering the same against 





















ate of the County of Essex, 
the application of the under- 
trix of said deceased, notice 









5 1, their claims and demands 
e a of said deceased within 
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LEGAL NOTICES 


| 
| 





Greeting: 


vy duiy aulbenucated record of 


solders, deposited in my office 





Sixth day of July, 1960, 


| sce @ duiy executed and attested consent 
j.u Willing Ww we dissolutivun of 
poration, executed Dy aii the stockholders 
werevf, which sald consent and the record 
f tue proceedings aforesaid are now on file 

.o my said olfice as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY Waicunr, 

bave bereto set my haud and af- 


nxed my official eeal, 
this Sixth day of 


(Seal) out thousand nine hundred 


siaty 

LUWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretury of State. 
L.J.—July 14, 21, 28 


SiAlb Ut NEW JERSEY 
VrraAkKLaEN?T OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE UF DISSULULION 
io ali tu whum these presenis may come 


WhHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 


xs ivr Ube Voluntary dissolutivn 
vy We ubauimvus consent of all 


BERCOM OUOMPANY 
a corporation of this State, whose 
vitice is situated at No. 340 E. Main Street, 
in the Borougn of Kamsey, County of Ber- 
gen, State of New Jersey (Morris N. 5 ; 
ucsug Une agent therein and in charge thereof, 
4pouL Wom process may be served), 
-vinplied with the requirements of Title 14. 
erporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
st New Jersey, preliminary to the 

st this Certincate of Dissviution. 
NUW THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary 
State of the State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
ertufy that the said corporation did, on the 





SiAlb UF NEW JERSEY 

DEX AKTMENT OF STATE 
OBRTIPiCALE OF DIssULUTION 
Jo Git to whom these presents 


Greetmyg: 


WhihhBRAS, lt appears to my satiefaction. 
oy duly authenticated record of Lue prutecd 
ings ivr the voluntary dissulution 
! by the ubanimous consent of ali 
» | bwlders, deposited in my olfice that 

| CENTUN REALTY CORP. 
on of this State, whose principal 
ated at No. 71 Lexington Avenue 
in the City of Passaic, County of 





a corpor 
office is 8 


State of New Jersey (Israel 


Uelug Lue @xeul thereiu and ip charge tuereyl. 
upon whom process may De served), 
| complied with te requirements of Lite 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary tw the issuing 
of this Certificate of Diseviution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Seeretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, 
Gertify that the said corporation did, 


Fifth day of July, 1960, 


vthce a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the disselution of sald cur- 
poration, executed by all the stockbuiders 
therev!, which eaid consent and we 
vf the proceedings aforesaid are Dow on file | 


in my said office as provided 


by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEKBOF, 
have herete set my hand and af- 


fixed my official eeal. 
this Fifth day of 


(Seal) one thousand nine hundred 


sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 


Secretary of State. 
L.J.July 14, 21, 28 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents 


Greeting: 
WHERE 





PATER 








the Borough of C 


NUW, THEREFORE, 1, the 


State of the State of New Jersey. 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 


Eighth day of July, 1960, 


office a duly executed and attested consent 
lug to the dissolution of said cor- 





executed by all the 


n my said office as provided 
IN 


by law. 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed my official seal, 
Eighth day of 





sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
| Secretary of State. 
L.J.—July 14, 21, 28 


AS. lt appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the 
ings for the voluntary dissoluti 
by the unanimous consent of all 
holders. deposited in my office that 

SON JACKSON CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose 
office is situated at No. 14 Laird P 
side Park, C 
Sergen, State of New Jersey (Mary 
vitz being the agent therein 
charge thereof, upon whom process may 
served), bas complied with the requirements 
af Title 14, Corporations, General, 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 





thous@nd nine hundred 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
»| To all to whom these presents may come 
given to the creditors of | 
exhibit to the subscribers, | 


Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proc 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all 
holders. deposited in my office that 

THE FAB INVESTMENT CORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose princi pal 

ce is situated at No. 124 Main 
in the City of Hackensack, County of Berg: n. 
State of New Jersey (H. David Zerman 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). 
eomplied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corpurations, General, of Revised Statutes 


of New Jersey, preliminary to 


of ay Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
fy that the said corporation did. on the 





Thirtieth day of June, 1960, 


pe ig a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed my official geal. 
this Thirtieth day 


(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine nendied 


and sixty. 


EDWARD J. PATTEN., 


Secretary of State. 
L.J.—July 14, 21, 28 


to 
rm) 


” 





Dated: June 24, 
ESTATE OF ALMA ELINGELBERGER, 


deceased. 


Pursuant to the order of DAVID WH. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the under- 
signed, Executor of said deceased, notice is 
hereby given to the creditors of said deceased 
to exhibit to the subscriber, under oath or 
affirmation, their claims and demands against 
the estate of said deceased within six months 
from this date, or they will be forever barred 
from prosecuting or recovering the 


| against the subscriber. 

j WILLIAM F. NIES 
WILLIAM F. NIES, Attorney 
80 Mulberry Street 

Newark 2, N 
| L.J.—June 30, 





STATE OF NEW JERSLY 
VeraAkTMENT UF slate 
CERTIFICATE Ub DISSULUTION 


Greeting: 


nuiders, deposited in my office that 


UNITED DELICATESSEN OORP. 


upun Whom process may be seryed). 


vf iuis Certificate of Dissvlution. 


Fifth day of July, 1960, file in 


‘D wy said office as provided by 


bave hereto set my band and 





t 
Seal) one thousand nine hundred 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


L.J.—July 14, 21, 28 $21.60 


DEPA RTM 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Lo abt to whom these viesents may come, a MM whom these vresents 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record uf the 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 
by the yrs consent of all 


WHEKEAS, Lt appears to my satisfaction. 
vy duly autuenticated record Of tue vroceed- 
wuxs for the voluntary dissolution therevi 
vy the unanimoas consent of all the stock- 





a corporation of this State, whose principa: | 4 <a of ‘this ‘State, 
office is situated at No. 11 Commerce Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Lssex, 
State of New Jersey (Mortimer Katz 
veiux the axeult therein and in charge thercui. 








upon whom process muy 
has complied with the requirement: 
pe Tis ? 14, Corporations, General, 


complied with Ube requirements of Title 14 
Corpurations, General, of Kevised Statute 
vf New Jersey, preliminary to tbe issuing 


this Certilicate ot itesabatien: 

NUW, TLEKEFORE, 1, the Secretary ot 5 
State of the State of New Jersey, Vo Hereby 
Cerufy that the said corporation did, on the 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the said ce etar o did. 


a duly “executed “and “attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of 


ottice a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cur- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
vf the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


suid consent and the recuru 

proceedings aforesaid : 
law. in my said office as provided by 

IN TESTIMUNY WHEREOF, ake J 

hereto set my hand and 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton, : 

this Fifth day of July, A.D., 





deceased 








from prosecuting r recovering the same 
against the subscribers. 

LEAH HERZLINGER 

ISIDOR C. KILLL 


NJAMIN POTOKEK, Attorney 
17 Academy St. 
Newark 2, N. J 
L.J.—July 21, 28, Aug 4, 11, 18 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
OERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION 


Greeting: 


uolders, deposited in my office that 


Office is situated at 
in the Town of Ir 
State of New J 











upoo whom process may be served), 


of this Certincate of Dissolution. 


Eighth day of Jul 1960, file in 


in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEKEOF, 


(Seal) one thuusaud nine hundred 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of Stute. 





Dated: July 15, 1000 oh 2 PEs > - > oy 

ESTATE OF FLORENCE K STEINBERG, re eee cat ee 
ursuamt to the order of DAVID H. WIEN- 
Ek, Surrogate of the County of Essex, this 
day made on the application of the under- 
signed, Executors of said deceased, notice is 
hereby given to the creditors of said deceased 
w exhibit to the subscribers, under oath or 
affirmation, their claims and demands against 
the estate of said deceased within six months 
from this date, or they will be forever barred 


Yo ali to whom these presents may come, 


. It appears wo my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


unanimous consent 


upon whem process may be quate, 
requirements of Litie 
, General, of Revised Statutes 


has complied with the 


State of the State of New Jersey, 
Certify that the —_ a did. 
fo all to whom these presents may come ‘ys 
exnauied “and “attested consent 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, the dissolution of said cor- 
oy duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluutary dissolution therevi 
»y the unanimous cousent of all the stock- 


which said consent and the 
the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said te as provided by 
“BAUER REALTY COMPANY, INC.” 
& corporation of this State, whose principal 
», ¥ST Clinton Avenue, 
zt County of Essex, 
wey (Joseph = Lieb. 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 









Secretary of State. 
complied with the requirements ef Title 14. l 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
vf New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 





ATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come 


NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporativn did, on the 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary i 
the unanimous consent 
deposited in my office that 
NORWOOD GARDENS, ; 


otice a duly eXeculeu aud altested consent 
in writing tw the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
tuereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Eighth day of July, A.D., 


» Township of Millburn, 


being the agent therein and in « 
upon whom process may be 
complied with the requirement- 
y of Revised Statutes 


Led. ly 4, 21, 25 21.6 
a $21.60 | of OW, THEREFORE, 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPAKTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE UF DISSULUTION 


Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It ap 
by duly authenticate 
ings for the vuolun 
by the unanimous c¢ 
holders, deposited in my office that 
SUPERIOR OIL CORP. 














upon whom process may be served). 





of New Jersey. ¢ 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


First day of July, 1960, file in 


in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 


- ixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


State of the State of New Pow dlg Do a ae { 
oe that the said corporation 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to tbe dissolution 
executed by all the stockholders 
which eaid consent and the record 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as providec 


To ali to whom these presents may come, 


rs to my satisfaction. 
record of the proceed- 
y dissolution thereot 
sent of all the stock- 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
a corporation of this State, whose principal fixed my official seal. 
office is situated at No. 8U Duremus Avenue, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Robert Mann oar ’ 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. us of State. 
Corporations, General, of Hevised Statutes 
reiiminary to the issuing 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
whom these presenta may come 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the recurd 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
! the voluntary dissolution thereof 
the unanimous consent 
deposited in my office that 





have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
thia First day of July, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 





in the City of Je rsey Ci 
being the aaiaa thevetn Ber in charge thereut. (Seal) ALTA 3 thousand ai 
jpon whem process 


L.J.—July 14, 21, 28 $21.60 complied with the requirements 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


tolders, deposited in my office that 
TALLY-HO, INC. 


office is situated at N 
Room 2501, in the 
of Essex, State of 











served), has comy 
of Title 14, Corpo 
Statutes of New J ° 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary 





Twenty-eighth day of J 
office a duly execut 





in my said office as provided by iaw 
IN TESTIMONY WIIERFOF 
have hereto set my ba: and 


this ‘T'wenty-eizhth da; 
(Seal) <A.D., one th i nine 








J. 
July 7, 14, 21, 28 





sixty. 
EDWARD ! '"\TTEN, 
Secretary rate 

L.J.—July 14, 2). 2 g. 4 $25 


Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW, THEREFORE, 
State of the State of New Jersey. 
ae to whom these presents may come, that the said corporation did, on the 
“and y attested pool A 
the dissolution of said cor- 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


which said consent and the 
of the proceedings aforesaid are = on file 
said office as provided by 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 

13 Commerce Street, 
y of Newark, County 

w Jersey (Ward J. 
Herbert, Esq. being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
with the requirements 
s, General, of Revised 
y, preliminary to the 


sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
ae age of State. 

28, 4 











State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, en the 
1¢, 1960, file in my 
and attested consen: 
in writing te the dissolution of said cor 
noration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said censent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are new on file 


ESTATE OF MARIA CORICA, | 





TIENER, Surrogate of the 
s Fy made « on the application 


oath or affirmation, 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months 
forever barred from prosecuting or | 
recovering the same” against the 
AURELIA METTA 
MARINELLO, CUNDARI & SORIAN), 


fixed my — ees at Tren ton, 


red poe 





166 Bloomfield Avenue 


a A 
iS hE Rp: Poy 14, 21, 28, Aug. 4, 





Dated: June 28, 1960 
ESTATE OF CARLOS NASON CLARK, 
deceased. 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
| this day made on the application of the 
| undersigned, executor of said deceased, 














| notice is hereby given to the crediters of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
| demanus against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
|} wil) be forever barred iivm prosecuting or 
recovering the same azainst the subscriber. 


THE NALIONAL NiEWAKK AND ESSEX 
BANKING COMPAN) OF NEWARK 
Stanley L. Gedney, Jr., Attorney 
®» Main St. 
Kast Orange, N. J. 
L.J.—July 7, 14, 21, 28, A 












STATE OF Ni.W JEKSEY 
DEPARTMENY UF SiALE 
CERTIFICATE UF LDissuit LION 
To ail to whom these presenis may come, 


Greeting: 
WHEKEAS, It appears to wm) satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record vi (hue proceed- 


ings fur the voluutary dissuviutivu thereof 
by the usauinous consent of ali tho stock- 
volders, deposited in my office that 

| INTERBORO HOLDING CORP 





}a corporation of this State, whose principal 
itlice is at No. 663 Main Avenue, 
in th Ci Passaic, Connty ot Vassaic, 
State of New Jersey (benedict Krieger 


belug the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
spon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Titie 14 
Corporations, Generali, of Keviseud Statutes 
ot New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Wissvlution 
NUW, THEREFOKE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the Stute of New Jersey, iu Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourteenth day of July, 160, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEKEOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
tixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Fourteenth day of Jn 


| (Seal) A. vr , one thousand nine hundred and 


six 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—July 21, 28, Aug. 4 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly SS record of the proceed- 
ings for the Woluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

SOLMOR REALTY CORPORATION 
a corporati of tt » Whose p 
ice is situated g SU Leuni 
» Township suth Hackens 
Bergen, State of New J ey (Sidney 
enbloom being the agent therein and in cuarge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Stat- 
utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu- 
ing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirteenth day of July, 1960, tile in : 
office a duly executed and attested cunsent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockbolders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHERDBOF, I 

have hereto set my band and ai- 
fixed my official seal, at — 
this Thirteer day of Ju 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine nenaal 

and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 


L.J July 21, 28, Aug. 4 $2 








Stat 

















STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTIUN 
To all to whom these presents may 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my 
by duly authenticated record of 
ings for the voluntary dissolut 
by the unanimous consent of al: 
holders, deposited in my 5 

A F. DECORAT N (4 












being the <_ nt “there nd in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served) has 
complied with the requirements of Title }4 
Corvoretions, Genera!, of Kevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, |, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said gy did, on the 
Four tee day y, 1960, f 
office a “duly execut ted and attest ed. consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by ali the stockhoiders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file 
in my said office as provided by la 
IN TESTIMONY W ‘HEREOF, I 
have L:reto set m3 hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
tnt Woanteana a sf Tuly 








and sixt 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J 21, 28, Aug. 4 $21.60 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


| To all to whom these presenta may come, 


Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the p - 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

holders, deposited in my office that 
LEEPCRAFT INC 





of this Certit 
3 THEREFORE . tbh 
State of the State of New aee Do Hereby 


: | oats y that the sald ¢ rporation did, on the 








fi a duly executed and attes ted consent 
in writing to the disselution of said cor- 
ration, executed by al! the stockhaldens 
thereof, Ich said consent and the record 
of the proeeedings aforesaid are — on file 
in my said office as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
bave bereto set my hand and af- 
a my omictal seal. at Trenton, 
th day of July. A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine bundred and 
sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
J.—July 21, 28, Aug. 4 $21.60 
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Federal Tax Notes |tained and the wife is held | CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
severally liable not only for the 
By Harold Kamens BANK FORECLOSURE: «To | defic iency in tax but also for the In answering any box ads, 
2 ‘ . |satisfy the liability of his over- 1502 7% additional to tax for fraud,| address answers to: 

ADVERTISING EXPENSES: A |due notes, a bank foreclosed a |¢Vem though the fraudulant acts New Jersey Law Journal 

taxpayer in the safe and lock chattel mortgage on taxpayer’s | Were solely those of the husband. cLA — 

business claimed a deduction for | huciness assets REFUND CLAIM: Taxpayer filed 240 Mulberry St., 

the bulk expenses incurred on Held: In the absence of show- 2 refund claim based on the con- Newark 1, N. J. 





account of Mardi Gras activities, |; at : fiscation of his ropert in 
. ing a criminal intent on the property 
and for the cost of maintenance sees part, the loss of the as- Czchoslovakia by the Commu-|EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


of parade horses. sets cannot be considered a theft. ists. The claim form showed | [lolvcy, exceiLENT OPPORTUNITY 
the ground for deduction as a for advancement. Minimum 5 years general 








Held: Deduction is denied.|The jury finds for the govern- 
. y : " a9 ; and trial experience. Give detailed resume 
There was no showing that ad-|ment. Johnson, DC, Minn., sancti de hag nachncragagt and salary requirement. CLA 292. 
Te : 3 / so 2S 1S e€ 10SS é 
vertising material was used in | 4/29/59. FIRM WITH LARGE GENERAL PRACTICE 


connection with the parades oF | FAILURE TO FILE ESTIMATED |CAprraL GAINS: Jack Benny| smut" aitize Ck wt tee" Set 
shows which would publicize his TAX: A lawyer’s explanation l|formed a saneewebion Amuse- training desirable. Exceptional ability and 
business. The mere fact that | for failure to file a declaration | Pp ’ industry a prerequisite. Write qualification 
membership in social and other |of estimated tax for 1954 was 





| AIR-CONDITIONED OFFICE aya 





ment Enterprises Inc., in Janu- |to CLA 301 

organizations is helpful in pro- | that he relied on newspaper and ary 1947, to produce his weekly | ExperinxceD, ENERGETIC AND ABLE 
idi tact ini : : radio shows for American To-! attorney wanted for active trial firm in 
viding contacts and obtaining | magazine articles, and upon ad- bacco over the NBC network, | Passtic County. Excellent opportunity for | 
clients is not sufficient to justify | vice of accountants, to the effect | 5. h ned 60% OF eeemeat_ OLA 88. 

deduction of the expenses in con- |that the penalties would not be} --o"% WO owned ble 0 

nection therewith as ordinary | enforced if a return is filed with 
and necessary business expenses. |!payment on or before January 





| 
ATTORNEY, YOU NG, INDUSTRIOUS AND 
telligent f expa nding Newark law firm | 


jar; 


Amusement’s stock, contracted ‘S 
directly with American for use | with he: 
of his personal services in the} .ayi.r. s 





lass a 





brief resume to CLA 386 ‘t 











Rolland, TCM 1959-161. [15th of the following taxable] +54 He reserved the right to | 

COMMUNITY PROPERTY: The | Year. However, he did not re-| ot, a switch of his services to | *TrORXEY: FXCPILENT OPPORTUNITY 
beneficiaries of a trust received |Ceive any specific advice not to/....:ner network. In November, | five Must have at ls , 
real property in liquidation of | file. . 1948, all of Amusement’s stock | sou ‘trtiwik aie 

the trust. They organized a cor-| Held: Such reliance does not| 4°’ sold to CBS for $2,260,000. | witements. CLA 390 





poration using community funds. |Constitute reasonable cause. The |m.4 weeks later American con- 


3 S d bl Iti f f i] ATTORNEY WANTED FOR ACTIVE TRIAL 
The Commissioner refused to |@0uble penalties for failure to|;+,.6teq with CBS to switch the 


office in Newark. Write st £ age, quali- 








consider the sale; he treated it ee roma weekly program. Benny and the | wae ee 
— ovate ki ng ogc coco ld TCM 1959 134 other stockholders reported the |orine rawypr WITH HEAVY DIVER. 
poration, limiting the corpora- | 804, : o9- 10%. gain on the sale of the stock aS| sited practice. including nealigen 





tion’s basis for depreciation to| WIFE LIABLE ON FRAUDU-|a long-term capital gain. The | | 
the original trustee's basis rather |LENT RETURN: A wife and her|Commissioner contended over 
than the sales price. | husband filed a joint tax return |/90% of the sales price, or $2,- 

Held: The transferors had only | for 1950 In that year the hus- |054,000, was in excess of the fair 
a 50% interest in the corpora- | band omitted over one-third of |market value of the stock and | ; 
tion. The stock, having been ac- | his accounting income, some of |represented compensation for | — _ 
quired with community funds, |it in relatively large fees, and|Benny’s services taxable as or- | aa gg odie omegugg an asa ag 
was community property’ in|attempted to disguise his fees on |dinary income. se of ! 
which the spouse of each bene- |some of his client’s records. At Held: A divided Tax Court 
ficiary had an interest. It was'a later date he also pleaded |sustained the sale as a bona 
not a controlled corporation |guilty to a criminal charge of | fide sale resulting in capital gain. 
under the Code, which requires | filing a fraudulent return for|It found that the comedian’s 
80% control. Crosby Co., DC |that year. future services were not the sub- 
Tex., 8/31/59. | Held: The fraud penalty is sus-|ject of discussions incident to 
—— the sale of the stock. At the time 


there was no actual or implied 
The Approved, Compact All-State 
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neuged in general | 


ITH SOME EXP 
ral practice 
"LA 399 


for future. ¢ 
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- desired CL A 400 























| 
LEGAL EXPENSES: Taxpayer, | EMPLOYMENT WANTED 






FOR RENT 











PRIVATE OFFICE AND SPACE FOR 2 





tary, air conditioned. 10 ¢ Commerce 
Suite 313. Mitchell 8-7111. 


















in long established uptow 





— kh 





suite - with or without steno - ESsex 4.2." 
after 5 SOuth Orange 2-0667 











PRIVATE OFFICE IN LAWYER's gt 
10 Commerce Ct. _ ite Air condit; m 
$75. MArket 2-4188 —_ 






aes (8) 













FOR RENT - ROOM IN Law Fr 
Suite 1509, 60 Park a 
MArket 2-0783. Jl 








eal 
NORTH BERGEN PROFESSION AI r 
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OFFICE SPACI JERSEY 
Jo. Sq. Substantial fer 


ed insurance counse CLA 
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New 
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FOR SALE—ONE LARGE OLD ofra 
& d ‘ 
OFFICE SPACE W: ANTED _ I 

———__ t 

YoU NG ATTORNI oY DESIRES s 

SERVICES FOR LAWYERS & , 
CITATIONS of cases in point furnish: ¥ 
$15 per point; emergency or exXcerpuy 
services extra a 

Sam Weiss, tl 
749 Scotiand R4., 

Orange, N.J 0 

ORange 68-0122 - 

8, 

38ENT wee 

inguiry « 4 

rences. P Val 





B. Handloa, 243 Greylock Parkway 
ville 9, N. J. Tel. PLymouth 8-4169 
HANDWRITING & DOCUMENT 

qualified examiner; expert test 
trated. Hanna F. Sulner, 
Jackson Heights 72, N.Y.€. 


























HANDWRITING EXPERT 
disputed documents. J. How 

15 Park Row, New York 38. N 

7-8773. Resa. Tel. Newark, N.J 










TITLE SEARCHER AVAILABLE 

searches in Union, Essex, Morri 
Monmouth and Somerset Counties, C 
Abstract Ce., 435 West 5th Ave., 
CH 5-0488. 














|in the horse racing business, in- | or : 
leurred about $17, 000 in legal ex- | | “a oe Y — _— oe se oe 
le Closing and some Genera -ractice 
ee in defending charges that | | Experience -desires position in North Jersey 
are ( 375 
taxpayer’s horses were artificial- paren 
lly stimulated | a INEY, YOUNG, ADMITTED N.Y. 


J 8 years diversi 


Held: The deduction is allowed | an phases of Jitization 








promise that Benny would ac- 

cept the switch in networks. tETARY — EXPER ‘ED 
Self-Contained as ordinary and necessary. The |‘!A 5394 

fact that the expenses were in- |yocunG ATTORNEY, RECP NTLY ADMIT- 


Benny, 25 TC No. 197 acq. IRB | _for small oe ee je, aca 
COMPLETE 1 (ole) QMO) 120) F- Vi mmeOlent ail curred primarily on behalf of | , cot; Vint is Class i Colleas. Tp low 








1959-40. wei «Salary 









ITALIAN LAW — FOR ASSIS 

legal matters in Italy, ing 
Amerigo D'Agostino, 1060 Br ad Str 
ark - MArket 38-7027. 

















HACKENSACK ATTORNE Y 
all formal 
in 











PERSUASIVE BRIEFS, TRIAI 
research, writing specialist own 04 
CLA 379. 








taxpayer’s employee, a trainer, | practitioner in northern N. J. CLA 383. 

does not bar the deduction since | Vyronxry. ADMITTHD NY. AND NOJW 
|taxpayer had been implicated. | some experience, desires association with 
Further, the deduction does not | *+'* practit pl eg 





| A ti basis; Married, one 
' H Stré te: CLA 360 
including fru trate State public policy|. ok 

Since taxpayer was exonerated. | \7rorney YOUNG. PRIVATE 








PRACTICE 


WANTED TO PURCHASE 


WE ARE INTERESTED IN PTE 









legal fees protected and 
Federated Mortgage, 60 Par 
N. J. Telephone Mitchell 2-5 





FOLD-AWAY | ®~ward. 32 TC No. 125. ‘for one ‘year, desires 














Rev. Rul. 60-168: Employee | ~' 
SEAL* Stock Options: 











YOUNG AT = NE Y MOsT ANXIOUS FOR 
































A Complete Office Service for th 
Legal Profession 

















separation did not constitute a 
Bankruptcies substitution of a new option for 
———_—- an old option within the meaning 
The names of the Referees are abbreviated of section 421(g) of the Internal 





Where a corporation which] ° ooo iain ctype resi ssnces Rit - 
owned all of the stock of another |or law tirm. LA 401 LEGAL — 
|corporation granted a restricted 1} 1180 ene ak. Newark ai 
0 | stock option to an individual] ation, such reduction constituted |] mimeographing — Secretarial Sen 
employed by both corporations | a modification of the option. The MI aaa 
and subsequently reduced the} granting of a new option by the} DorotHyY GaABRINER WA 61102 
|option price to reflect the de-| former subsidiary to preserve 
| crease in the market value of the|the economic benefits accruing 
| stock of the granting corporation | to the optionee under the origin- CREDIT REPORTS: 
|as a result of a corporate separ-/al option prior to the corporate 
vance : NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM C. FAY, Genera! Manoge’ 
MAIL: Box 643, Nework 1, N.J 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
WIRE: Union, N. J. 





as follows: L-Lipkin; T-Tallyn; F-Fishberg. if 
Y Revenue Code of 1954. 











FLANNERY Joseph 
Edison ol ] 















3 DIFFERENT 
OUTFITS 

ag STARTING AT 
*Optional 


Gold Lettering $1.00 $1 5.00 


Printed Minutes $1.00 







































E ee an Le, 407, Denman ‘ } Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years 
5. For Our Unique Personal Service 





pre 

New and already in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated | F.; solr, Lipman: : - ay eee | awyers- OW On up. 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many | ase Sok See ne ee al 
Offices. fr. L.T. & F.; eolr. Mischel & L.: 7- ees 
TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY Sted. 

Because of iis compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate : ; NF NEW JERSEY _ Held: 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high : — _ 4 es <0 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. | a an free Prog ang oe S.: 7.21 Organized by N N.J. Lawyers ‘ Operated forN. J. Lawye ae Je 
| ROBINSON, Georg pions. Jr., 211 Crest enab 

Ave., Haddon Hts.; vol ; liab. $13,189.27 ; 

Write or phone for all necessary data. pF 2 $12,739.27; refr. L.T.&F.; solr : 

unlisted; 7-22 ; = he 

: SPINETO, Guiseppe, a/k/a Joseph Title Insurance Agencies In ; 

Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noon) 24-6 Alo Pl _draters son; vol ; Hiab Vunesoun 0 Sieeaseen Re eet ie 
ae Lies | : ess RENTON See 

MArket 4-5577 (2833 4-6 Alois Pl., Paterson. | PaTERSON @ Toms River @ T A 

oe (wee sey] 18 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-787° fx 





Raritan; vol.; . $6,903.74; assets 
502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2,N. J. $800; refr L.T.&F.; solr. Seymour s 





| LT &F.: solr. i : eas 
ALL-STATE OFFICE SUPPLY co. ZAMORSKI, Chester, 16 v. Somerset St BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 6 HUDSON ST. HACKENSACK 
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